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A BILL giving further remedies to patentees. || back the same without amendment and with a re- 
Be it enacted, §c., That if any person or corporation 


: . : | quest for its immediate consideration. 
| Shall import, or, knowing the same to have been imported, No obiecti havine be ade. the Se 

have in possession, for the purposes of traffic or sale, any || sN0 objection having been made, thes anate a 
of which she could not remove her property, and || articles imported into the United States from any foreign || ceeded to consider said bill. It makes the follow- 
it was burnt with the house, which was Govern- || State or Territory adjoining the States or Territories of the || ing appropriations for the payment of navy pen- 
ment property. Ele expressed the hope, as the | sanvnadninedian omens tae carnage | sions for the year ending the 30th June, 1852, viz: 
. | —— : , =? * ‘ . ; rally a 2} 3 ‘ , > e 
petitioner was old and poor, and lost her property || cess or machine, or by any substantial modification of any || Por invalid pensions $40,000, and to pay the pen- 
under the circumstances set forth, that her case || process or machine, for which there may be at the time a sions of invalids who were wounded on board of 
might be duly considered. The petition was re- || Subsisting patent owned by any citizen of the United States, || private armed vessels during the last war with 
. nal to the Committee of Claims. such person or corporation shall, upon due proof thereof be- || Great Britain, $3,000. 
ae oe RD d sal fi ++ fore any court of competent jurisdiction, be deemed to have ome gn ae . ; . 

Mr. SEWA presented a memorial from Citi- || infringed said patent, and shall be liable for all damages, in || Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
zens of Pennsylvania, asking a modification of the ;, the same manner, and to the same extent as in other cases, || desired me to call the attention of the Senate to 
tariff; which was referred to the Committee on || 2?4d the articles so manufactured and imported shall be for- || the last item in this bill—that for the payment of 

~—* | teited to the use of the owner of said patent. 1 a L Gentle I wis! . he Senat 
Finanee. UL d ‘al ne || 9: BEC: 2 And be it further enacted, That whenever a pat- || privateer pensions. I wish to state to the Senate 

Mr. RANTO presented a memorial from in- || entee, or any person holding under him, shall file a bill in || the law upon that subject. The privateer pension 
ventors and, ethers, of Beverly, Massachusetts, || equity, verificd by oath or affirmation, in the circuit or dis- | fund was created in 1812, by the act which direet- 
praying such modification of the patent laws as || "etcourtof the United States, complaining that any person | : 
va oa . || Or corporatio s i . as ssessi ale « 
will allow the courts to declare patents illegal, | poration has imported or has in possession for sale or 


; .? || traffic, any of the articles described in the preceding section, | , . 
when proved to be 60; which was ordered to lie || and shall make it appear to the satisfaction of the judge || ors and appropriated for the payment of privateer 
on the table. 


that the facts alleged are probably true, the said judge shall || pensions, according to the laws to be passed by 
Mr. CHASE presented a petition from inhabit- || issue an order to the marshal, directing him to take said ar- \| Congress in future. Congress in 1813 passed an 


|| ticles into his custody, and hold the same subje > fing 
: : ° . : S custody, z 8% subject to the final || sas : 
ants 4 m8 for the immediate repeal of the fugi- || order of court, and may further by injunction restrain the || ct providing for the payment of pensions to per- 
uve slave law. 


|| sale of and traffic in said articles, and after due notice to all || sons wounded on board private armed vessels out 
Also, three petitions from the inhabitants of || aoe a upon a final ee the eae '| of that pension fund, and out of no other fund 
Pennsylvania to the same effect. || articles to be forfeited to the use of the complainant: Pro- |) \hoatever, thus excluding in express terms the idea 
= ‘ || vided, however, That trom all judgments and decrees of || > " 

Also, two petitions from the same, asking that | said courts, a writ of error or appeal shall lie in the same || that they should be paid out of the Treasury. In 


slavery may be prohibited im all the Territories, || manner as is now provided by law in relation to other || 1814 Congress passed another act, granting pen- 

and that no more slave States may be admitted || judgments or decrees. | sions out of the same fund to the widows and 

into the Union, and that slavery may be abolished || The bill was reported to the Senate, and the || orphans of those who were slain on board private 

in the District of Columbia. | amendments were concurred in. | armed vessels. The pensions granted by all these 

Also, a petition from inhabitants of the same, The question was stated to be, ‘Shall the bill || acts were paid out of the private pension fund for 

praying the abolition of slavery in the District of || be engrossed for a third reading?”’ || several years, until the fund was exhausted, about 

Columbia. Mr. TURNEY. I think this billinvolves a prin- || the year 1840. For a few years after that, no ap- 

Also, a petition from inhabitants of the same, || ciple exceedingly doubtful in itself, theugh it may |/ propriations were made from the Treasury of the 

asking that Congress will abolish slavery through- || be intended to prevent imposition in some special || United States for the payment of privateer pen- 

out the United States, or relieve the people of || particular case. 1 doubt the propriety and policy || sions. In 1844, however; without any law upon 

Pennsylvania from the responsibility of aiding in || of Congress aioe any law excluding the im- || the subject, and, in fact, in express contradiction 

its support; all of which were ordered to lie on the || portation of articles from Canada, or any other ad- || to the provisions of the acts of 1813-"14 which 

table, | Joining State or Territory. That seems to be the || granted privateer pensions, Congress was induced 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from citi- || principle which is involved in the bill. This is a || to insert an item in the general appropriation bill 

zens of St. Joseph county, Indiana, asking that || general bill, not confined, I believe, to any partic- || by which payment of these pensions, including 

the public lands may be granted in limited quanti- || ular case, although it is intended to remedy a hard- || arrears, was io be made from the Treasury of the 

ties to actual settlers not possessed of other lands; || ship in some particular case. I doubt the consti- || United States. From that day down to the present, 

which was ordered to lie on the table. tutionality of originating a bill of this description || I believe they have continued to appropriate’ sums 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of || in the Senate. To be sure, it does not levy a duty || of money to pay these privateer pensions, which, 

Arabella J. Strong, widow and executrix of Lo- || or tax, but it goes further; it excludes the import- || by the acts creating chee, were to be a charge 

renzo N. Clark, asking compensation for losses || ation of certain articles altogether. It is interfering | upon the privateer pension fund, and not a charge 
sustained by reason of the abrogation of a contract || with the revenue laws, and legislating in a manner || upon the national Treasury. 

made between said Clark and Wm. Armstrong, || to affect the revenue. But, aside from that, || The committee thought proper to submit these 

acting superintendent of the Western Territory; || whether the Senate has the power to originate the || facts to the Senate. It is very obvious that we are 

which was referred to the Committee of Claims. bill or not, it seems to me exceedingly doubtful || under no obligation of law to pay these privateer 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented two || whether Congress should undertake to legislate || pensions out of the National Treasury. he case 

memorials from the citizens of Lynn, in that State, || upon the subject, and enact a general Jaw to rem- || does not stand on the same footing with naval 

asking such modification of the patent laws as will || edy what may be a hardship in a particular case. || pensions, which were originally paid out of the 

allow courts to declare patents illegal when proved || If the inventor of an article desires to obtain a || naval pension fund, but which are now paid out 


ernment officer, and’ the vehicles forced into the 
service of the United States for the removal of the 
public records, &c., from the city, in consequence 
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ed two per cent. on thé sales of prizes captured by 
private armed vessels to be reserved by the collect- 
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to be so; which were ordered to lie on the table. patent in a foreign country, he can go there and || of the National Treasury. The difference is this: 
, PAPERS WITHDRAWN. coe it; there is nothing to prevent him. If he | In the creation of the naval a fund Congress 
. 6 . ; oes not choose to do so, it will be a very extraor- | stipulated the mode in which it should be a plied, 
Jn motion by Mr. GWIN, it was ordered that | dinary course of policy for Congress to intervene, || and to what sort of pensioners it should be ap- 
. the Committee of Claims be discharged from the || and say that articles manufactured in another || plied, but in 1837, without regard to the stipula- 
| further consideration of the memorial of citizens | country should be excluded from this. It seems || tions into which they entered when that naval 
: ofSacramento City, in relatien to the claim of Wm. || to me such a bill ought not to receive the sanction || pension fund was created, Congress passed an act 
: Waldo, and that leave be granted to withdraw the || of Congress. granting arrears of pensions to the widows of all 
; aes | Mr. DAYTON. I think the Senate very gen- || officers, seamen, and marines who had died in 
| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. erally understand the provisions of this bill and || the Navy, without reference to the cause of their 
, Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Roads | the necessity for its passage. Under the present || death, not even confining it to the widows of such 
‘ and Canals, to which was referred the bill to || laws we may grant a patent to an individual re- | as lost their lives in battle or died in consequence 
, remit the tolls on the United States stock in the || siding in the State of New York, and other per- || of wounds or casualties received while in the line 
4 Louisville and Portland Canal Company, and to || sons may take the machine or thing patented across || of their duty. That improvident act, in violation 
> purchase the shares of individual stockholders, || the river St. Lawrence into Canada, and there } of the act creating the fund, destroyed the naval 
and to make the navigation of said canal free, || manufacture articles with this machine out of the || pension fund, and as a necessary consequence 
" reported back the same with amendments, accom- || material which costs nothing, and these goods || Congress felt itself bound to pay out of the Na- 
0 panied by a report; which was ordered to be || come in competition with those manufactured by || tional Treasury such pensions as it was originally 
printed. || the machine patented. An instance of this has | contemplated should be paid out of the naval pen- 
. _ Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- actually occurred. I allude toa machine for turn- sion fund. No such obligation, however, exists 
t. ing, to which was referred the motion to print the || ing irregular figures. This is obviously a fraudu- || with regard to the privateer pension fund. 
d memortal of citizens of Oregon, in relation to the || lent evasion of the patent laws, and, if tolerated, The item is a small one, and the Senate may think 
removal of the port of entry at Astoria, reported || the patent of an individual in this country will be proper, without regard to these considerations, 
" against printing the same; which was agreed to. = aoe: onan adie en oe to retain it, but the sce thought pire o 
e bill was ordered to be engros orat to inform the Senate that there was no legal obh- 
Z- On REMEDIES TO PATENTEES. reading. e || gation and no moral contract to pay these pen- 
id ceed motion by Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- NAVY PENSIONS | sions out of the National pane. I move to 
in th ed to the consideration of the bill giving fur- P : | strike out the last item of the bill, which is in 
, er remedies to patentees. Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, || these words: 
in WIN, seni, r. DAYTON and Mr. BALD- to which was referred House bill making appro- || «To pay the pensions of invalids who were wounded on 
ze » Sev amendments were made, and, as || priations for the payment of ny oe tes for |! poard of private armed vessels during the last war with 


amended, the bill stood as follows: « 


47 


the year ending the 30th of June, 1852, reported 


{ Great Britain, $3,000."" 
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“Mr. BADGER. ‘The sum appropriated by the || proposition of the kind. That would bring up 


item which it is proposed to strike out is very || the question whether the Government of the Uni- || 8% and Mr. Georce W. Jones, of Tenne 
| ted States, for every act of gallantry, would pre- 
| sent a sword to every officer who had an opportu- 
nity to distinguish himself. I had no objection to 


small, and I submit to my friend from Maryland 
whether it would not be an act of cruelty and in- 
justice to those persons who receive these pensions | 
now to cut them off so suddenly. I understand 
from the Senator’s statement that since 1844 Con- 
gress have constantly paid these pensions out of 
the Treasury. Those who have received these 
pensions heretofore are looking forward to them, 
and if we were to cut them off from this small sum 
of $3,000, it would be ungenerous, and cruel, and 
hardly just. 

Mr. PEARCE. I cannot see that it is either 
cruel or unjust, for this is a mere gratuity, one for 
which there is neither legal! nor moral obligation; 
hut if the Senate choose to be liberal, as they very 
often are, J shall have nothing further to say in re- 
lation to the matter, except that this is a precedent 
that may be hereafter brought up. We may have 
wars, and if we have a maratime war, I suppose | 
we shall have private armed vessels again, and | 
our action on this occasion will be invoked to jus- | 
tify the payment of pensions to persons wounded | 
on boned of such private armed vessels. [leave | 
the matter to the Senate to do with it as they 
please. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is very clear 
to my mind that men on board privateers do not 
yroperly come within the principle of men on | 
Coma vessels of the United States. On another | 
occasion, when it was proposed to put soldiers on 
the same footing with sailors, it was said that the | 
sailors got no prize mrenn during the Mexican 
war. Since that we have had a statement from | 
the proper Department showing the amount of 
prize money which ae did receive during that 
war. The bill is very liberal towards the Navy— 
much more so than our legislation has been to- 
wards the Army. 

But the item now under consideration does not 
stand on the same footing as the other items in® 
the bill, There is a great difference between the 
navy and privateers engaged in maratime war. | 
Privateers go out to make money. They are | 
upon the footing of seamen Of merchant vessels, | 
except that they look for gain by the taking of | 
prizes. Itis a species of force which civilized 
nations use from considerations perhaps other than || 
humane, and which is furnished to them from | 
promytings certainly other than simply patriotic. | 
I think, therefore, they have no claim to be pen- 
sidned out of the National Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment || 
was concurred in, the bill was ordered to be read || 
a third time, and was read a third time and passed. 


| 


HONORS TO MAJOR RINGGOLD. 


Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the joint reso- | 
lution directing a sword to be presented to the | 
nearest male relative of Major Samuel Ringgold, | 
late of the United States Army, reported back the | 
same without amendment, and recommended its | 
passage, and asked its immediate consideration. | 

No objection having been made, the resolution | 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. GREENE. I will not take up the time of | 
the Senate by debating all the considerations which | 
induced the committee to make this recommenda- | 
tion, ‘They are too fresh in the memory of the 
Senate to require anything more than the reading | 
of the resolution itself, 

The Secarrary read the resolution. It re- || 
quests the President of the United States to pre-— 
sent a sword to the nearest male relative of Major 
Samuel Ringgold, of the 3d regiment of artillery, | 
who was then in command of the light artillery in | 
the glorious battle of Palo Alto—the first battle in 
the war with Mexico—and communicate to him | 
the deep regret which is felt for the loss of that 
gailant and accomplished officer. 

Mr. DAWSON. In the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I did not give my assent to the reso- 
lution, not because I had any opposition in doing 
honor to the meritorious individual who is now no 
more, but because I disliked to discriminate by 
selecting any one of the gallant men who fell in 
the Mexican war. There was Captain Ridgley, 
who was perhaps as gallant as the lamented “Ma. 
jor Ringgold. I thought that our licy was | 
wrong thus to discriminate, and that if we intend- 
ed to do justice to all it should be upon a general | 


' 


| will pass. | 


| think there is much that has special merit in the 
| Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr.Greene.}] Ma- 


_ tributed more than any other one thing to our vic- 
| tories in the war with Mexico. At the head of || 


| with Mexico. 


| Grande was placed when they met the boasted || 


| success of our little army, and how far it is to be | 


| which Major Ringgold had brought to such a state 


| give this recognition to his nearest male relative. | 


| the resolution will be adopted. 


| passed bills of the following titles, in which they request the | 
, concurrence of the Senate: 


| part, the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded | 


this resolution being considered, for my individual 


voice could have prevented its consideration. I | 


to the Senate, whether they will act upon it now 
or will refer it back to the committee with Instruc- | 


tions, if they intend thus to act, to give a sword | 
| to every officer who distinguished hunself in the 


| 

} 
merely wish the question to be fairly propounded | 

| 

| 
Mexican war, to the surviving as well as the dead. || 
For myself, | cannot discriminate between the gal- | 
lantry of those who have survived and those who | 
have died. It is for the Senate to say whether it | 
shall be done, I beg to say, so far as relates to 
i Ringgold, that no man feels more regret | 
for his loss, no man will honor him more than I || 
will, But I am disposed to pay honor to all; I | 
dislike to discriminate. 

Mr. HALE. So far as regards the living, they 
have received the honor of a brevet. I believe | 
that every officer who distinguished himself in the | 
Mexican war has been brevetted; Major Ringgold 
is beyond everything of that sort. If the honor- 
able Senator will look he will find abundant pre- | 
cedents to justify this resolution, and | hope it 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I cannot agree to 
the proposition of the Senator from Georgia to 
give a sword to every officer who may have dis- | 
tinguished himself in Mexico. Compliments to 
be valuable must be rare. The thanks of Con- || 
gress, medals, and swords voted by Congress, are 
recognitions of special and brilliant services. 1 | 


case which has been reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs by one of its members, the 


jor Ringgold may be considered as the founder of | 
that system of light artillery which, perhaps, con- | 


that particular arm, which he had mainly contrib- || 
uted to bring to its then and present state of effi- || 
ciency, he fell in the first battle with the Mexican || 
army—in that battle which may be said to have | 
set the seal of invincibility upon American troops, 

and determined all the future results of the war. 


Every one is familiar with the trying circum- || 
stances under which the little army on the Rio || 


army of Mexico, which was always pointed to as | 
something above the ordinary standard of Mexi- | 
can troops. Every one, too, recollects the brilliant | 


attributed to the light artillery, that partioular arm | 
of efficiency. He was killed in battle—killed in | 
a moment of brilliant service. He lived not to 
reap the rewards which others have received from || 


} 


Feb. 27, 


———— 
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‘THompson, of Mississippi, Mr. Ropertr Too 


at the conference on their part. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY, 

House bill 460. An act to provide for car i 
into execution, in further part, the twelfth artic 
of the treaty with Mexico, concluded at Guada. 
lupe Hidalgo, was read a first and second time b ; 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finances 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


House bill 475, to establish certain post roads ; 
the United States and the Territories ee 


read a first and second time by its’ title, and re. 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


LIABILITY OF SHIP-OWNERS, 
The engrossed bill to limit the liability of ship- 
owners, and for other purposes, was read a third 
time, and on the question shall this bill pass? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
were: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury Cass, Chase 
Clarke, Clay, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


: : , hsin 
Douglas, Foote, Greene, Gwin, Hamlin, Miller, Norris’ 


Orris, 


| Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Rantoul, Seward, Shields, Smith, 


Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, and Upham—28. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Borland 

Bright, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of 

Iowa, Downs, Felch, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Sebas- 


| tian, ‘Turney, Underwood, Wales, Walker, and Yulee—Q\, 


So the bill was passed. 


| CONFERENCE ON MILITARY ACADEMY BILL, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit. 
tee of Conference on the et of the Senate, re- 
ported that they had met the Committee of Con- 


| ference on the part of the House of Representa- 


tives, on the disagreeing vote on the amendment 


| of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 


the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1852, and that the commit- 
tee, after full conference, had agreed to recommend 


| to their respective Houses that the Senate do re- 


cede from their amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider said report, 
and in concurrence therewith— 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from their amendment. 


THE CONTOY PRISONERS. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. M. P. Firumore, his 
Private Secretary, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 17th ultimo, calling for all the 
correspondence between this Government and its 
Ministers with the Government of Spain, in rela- 
tion to the prisoners captured near the Island of 
Contcy; and also the correspondence relating to 
any projected expedition to the Island of Cuba, 
covering a report of the Secretary of State, con- 
taining all the documents relating to the subject 
not heretofore communicated to Congress; which 


| was read, laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REPORT OF COMMISS!0ONER OF PATENTS. 





a grateful country. He fell before he knew what | 
estimate his countrymen placed on his services. _| 

For much that he did before the commencement i] 
of the war—for all that he did on that special oc- || 
casion—for the fact of his having fallen at the || 
beginning of the war, and having by his own gal- | 
lantry contributed in no small degree to set that | 
first seal of invincibility on American arms, I | 


_ think some special recognition is due to his merit. | 


This resolution proposes, as he had no family, to | 


I believe it falls upon a highly-esteemed officer of | 
the Navy, and one worthy to receive it. I hope 


7 . | | 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, and || 

was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of || 
Representatives by Mr. Youne, their Clerk: | 
Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives have | 


| 


An act to provide for carrying into execution, in further || 


at Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
An act to establish certain post roads in the United States || 
and the Territories thereof. 
The House of Representatives insist on their disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 434) | 
making appropriations for the ar of the Military Acad- | 
emy for the year ending the of June, 1852, and agree | 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses, and have appointed Mr. Jacor |! 





| to the construction of 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body the report of the Commissioner of Patents, 
being part No. 2 of his annual report for the year 
1850, containing statistical and other information 
relating to agriculture. 

On motion by Mr. BORLAND that the report 
be printed, the motion was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


OVERFLOWED LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill to aid the State of Louisiana in reclaiming 
the overflowed lands therein, and for other pur- 
poses. The dill provides: 


That to aid the State of Louisiana in preventing the over- 
flow of the Mississippi river, and in reclaiming the over- 
fiowed lands therein, the whole of the lands remaining the 
property of the United States therein, unsold and undis- 
posed of, shall be, and the same are hereby granted to the 
said State, to be disposed of as the Legislature of said State 
shall direct; the proceeds, so far as necessary , to be applied 
the necessary levees, drains, &c., 8° 
as to carry out the o! of this act. 

Sec. 2. And be it her enacted, That before the grant 
hereby made shall be considered as complete, the Legisia- 
ture of Louisiana shall provide, by an act to be passed y 


| them for that purpose, for the final di tion of all claims 


of every kind which exist or have under any treaty 
or “> of 7 United States ; = immediately = ee. 
sage of such an act, all the maps, plats, books u 4 
and records pertaining to the land titles in that State, shall 
be turned over to the officer or officers appointed 4 au 
thority of the Stage to receive them: Provided, That this 
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1851. 
act shall not be construed to affect in any manner the suits 
pow pending in the courts of the United States between the 
fovernment and the owners of private land claims in said 
ciate, which shall be proceeded with to a fina! decision in 
“ne same manner as if this act had not passed. | 


"Mr. DOWNS. 1 move to amend the bill by | 
adding at the end of it the following: 

« And all citizens of the State holding, at the time of the 
sassaye of this act, or who may hereafter obtain bounty 
‘and warrants under the existing laws, for services rendered 
xe them, or purchased to secure their settlements, or a 
homestead in the State, shail retain the-same right to locate | 
said warrants on the land ceded by this act as if the same i 
had not passed.”? 1] 

Although this will restrict the operation of the || 
pill, | think it just not to prevent the location of || 
pounty land warrants within the State. It will || 
vreatly lessen the grant, but still 1 would not pre- 
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When we consider that the length of the gulf lands which had been long in the market, and from 


and lake coast in Louisiana is one thousand and || which the good lands had been taken out, recom- 


fifty miles, where the sea-marsh is more than an || mends that after a series of years the lands should 
average of a mile wide, which is perfectly worth- || be ceded to the States. That committee, finding 
less, and examine the map which accompanies the |! this bill perfectly in accordance with that general 
report, showing the extent of the swamp lands, || principle, reported favorably upon it. The sab- 
and reflect that all, except the more valueless lands, || agent sent out to examine the lands, and who is 
were long since brought into market, it may fairly || on the spot, recommends it in a report which he 
be assumed that the quantity mentioned in this || has sent to the Land Office. So that, from every 
extract (7,649,413 acres) is the whole amount of | consideration, it seems to me that the grant ought 








the cession embraced by the bill that is of any || to be made. If there is to be any doubt at all upon 

value, all of which has been in market more than |} the subject, it would seem to be whether Louisiana 

ten years, and much of it for more than thirty. | would accept the grant. I really think, therefore, 
In the remarks which I delivered to the Senate || that the cession ought to be made. 

on a former occasion, | read from the report of Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the organi- 


caer 
i oe 
ate si abive Behe * 45 


| the Commissioner, showing that these lands are 


vent persons who wish to secure their homesteads || of a very inferior quality, from which all the lands 


from doing 80. 

Mr. WALKER. 
necessary to the amendment. Its effect will be to 
make land warrants assignable so far as citizens 
of Louisiana are concerned. I think the words 
“or purchased”’ should be stricken out of the 
amendment. 


I think an amendment is 


Mr. DOWNS. This will not affect the trans- | 


fer of land warrants at all. It leaves them exactly 
as they now are. There is one species of land 
warrants which are now transferable, and many 
of them have been transferred. The amendment 
of course will only apply to such cases. It does 
not alter the law on the subject, 

Mr. WALKER. Suppose one of the last issues 
of warrants was purchased by a citizen of Louisi- 
ana: would not this authorize him to locate it? 

Mr. DOWNS. The amendment of course only 


| 


| 


applies to those warrants which may now be le- | 


lly . 
gaily purchased. 


Mr. WALKER. As it is a matter which con- | 


cerns the Senator’s own State, I shall not dis- 
cuss it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER said: If I understand this bill, 


itgrants all the lands in the State of Louisiana. 


lt seems to me-a pretty large business, and I 


should like to know upon what ground it is done. | But a great object, in addition to the value of the 


Mr. DOWNS. The precise quantity of lands 
in Louisiana I cannot state; but all that are at all 


; . . | clai rhiec ave be : ine fi ° - 
available are, I think, very nearly twenty-nine | claims which have been standing for half a cen 


nillions of acres. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator will allow me, 
Ican give the exact amount of unsold lands. It 
is thirty-two millions eight hundred and fifty-four 
thousand acres. 

Mr. DOWNS. That quantity, however, is re- 


duced very greatly by laws already passed by | 


Congress. The bill passed in 1849, and another 


bill extending that law, passed at the last session | 


of Congress, granting swamp lands to the States, 
embrace a large portion of the unsold lands in 
Louisiana. The amount remaining is not yet 
ascertained, but is being ascertained at the Land 
Office. An approximate idea of it may be had by 
looking at this map, [holding up to the view of 
the Senate a large map of Louisiana,] upon which 


the swamp lands are colored, although it must be | 
borne in mind that a great deal of land is entered | ¥ 


within that. I havea statement here which comes 
as near, I think, as any document we have to the 
amount of lands which are worth anything—for 
there are a great many lands upon the southern 
border of the State which are sea-marsh and irre- 
claimable, and ought not to be taken into account. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in 
his report to the Secretary of the Interior, recent- 
ly made on this subject, says: 

“Of the lands which will remain the property of the 
Government, after the swamp and overflowed Jands, grant- 
ed by the act of 24 March, 1849, shall have been certitied 
to the State, it is estimated— 

That 4,700,000 acres have been in market 10 years. 
That 949,413 acres have been in market 20 years. 

That 2,000,000 acres have been in market 30 years. 
This is exclusive of the lands in the Greensburg district. 
The reason for excluding these lands from this statement 
is, that they cannot be classified with the other public lands, 
the whole of the surveys having been reported as fraudu- 
lent in 1837, aud a resurvey of the lands and the refunding 
of the moiey ordered for those which had been sold by the 
act of 29th August, 1842." 

The 4,721,130 acres of private land claims un- 
adjusted in the State, and 257,277 acres granted 
by the act of 1841 yet unlocated, might be an off- 
set against the unappropriated land in Greensburg 
district, if it were not sufficient to say that the re- 
survey of it would be worth more than what re- 
mains unappropriated. 


| 
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of any real value have long since been selected and 
| entered, and proceede! to show that it would be 
| to the advantage of the General Government to 

cede all these unappropriated lands to the State. 
| 1 will mention, in addition to this, the fact that 
| it has been found that the annual expense of the 
| Government in administering the public lands 
in Louisiana, in a series of years, amounts to 
| about $90,000, while the sales have been upon an 

average about the same amount; so that really for 
| several years past, the United States have not re- 
| ceived anything. But upon looking at the last 
| report of the Commissioner of the Land Office on 
this subject, I find that the amount of sales has 
| been ay about thirty-five thousand acres, being 
| much less than heretofore; and there seems to be 
| very little demand there for the location of bounty 
| land warrants. 

I will state, also, that the lands have been in the 
market, some of them for forty-six years. Our 
lands are all extreme in their qualities. ‘They are 
either very good or very inferior. ‘The good lands 
have all been selected and purchased long ago; 
they are all taken up by private claimants. All 
that remains is the land of very little value. I re- 
gard the grant, as far as the value of the land is 
| concerned, as of comparatively little importance. 


| land, is that the State may have it in their own 
| hands, and may be able to settle the private land 
! 


tury, and which amount to upwards of four mil- 
lions of acres. I shall not go into the general con- 
sideration of the great object of the bill, which is 
to enable the State to prevent the overflow of the 
Mississippi. I will mention, however, the fact, 
that nearly $3,000,000 have been received by the 
United States for lands sold in Louisiana, which 
were worthless until reclaimed by our levees. 
This grant, therefore, is by no means even a rec- 
ompense for the benefit actually conferred by the 
State of Louisiana upon the United States. 

I hope, then, sir, that the bill will be permitted 
to pass. It relieves the United States immediately 
of all expense in the management of those lands. 
| There isalarge portion of it which the Government 
| is about to resurvey, the expense of which will 
not be met by the sale of the lands for one hundred 
ears to come. It has already been stated, that 
in consequence of the great number of land war- 
rants issued, probably some fifteen years would 
elapse before the United States would realize cash 
receipts from the sales of lands. However this 
may be in other States, when we consider the 
great wea of time these lands in Louisiana have 
been in the market, and that the good lands have 
| been exhausted long ago, there can be no doubt 
| that the Government would realize very little for 
many years from the State of Louisiana—probably 
not half of the expenses. The State can manage 
the lands at a much less expense than the United 
States. There is no need of surveying the lands, 
which are totally worthless; and the State can 
more easily than the United States ascertain what 
lands are useless. This is a grant in which the 
State feels a great interest, and one which is fair, 
just, and equitable. The principle involved in the 

ill is the same as that of the bill passed in 1849, 
which was approved by Mr. Polk, as consistent a 
Democrat as any man. There can be no doubtas 
to the constitutionality of it. I believe the United 
States will be benefited by making this grant, 
while it will be advantageous to Louisiana. It is 
entirely in harmony with the general subject of the 
distribution of the lands, The very able report of 
| the Committee on Public Lands at thelast session 
' respecting the final disposition of all the public 


zation of the American Republic is a political 
anomaly. Ancient and modern Siates, rudely 
constituted within narrow limits, have aggrand- 
ized themselves by colonies and conquests while 
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| passing through various revolutions of govern- 
| ment; but the world has never before seen a State 


assume a perfect organization in its very beginning, 
and extend itself over a large portion of a great 
continent without conquests, without colonies, and 
without undergoing any change of constitution. 
The success of Portugal and of the Netherlands 
in planting profitable commercial colonies in the 
East Indies, in the fifteenth and sixteenth centu- 
ries, stimulated nearly all the European States to 
attempt to secure similar advantages, by exploring 
and appropriating to themselves portions of the 


New World then known as the Western Indies. . 


Spain, Britain, and France divided between them- 


selves meee all North America, . Each of these 
kingdoms, however, pursued a policy so rigorous 


The United States, in the revolution of 1776, 
supplanted Great Britain in sovereignty over the 
region lying between the St. Lawrence and Louisi- 
ana, and stretching from the Atlantic coast to the 
banks of the Mississippi. 

The conquering States, practically independent 
of each other, were embarrassed by conflicting 
boundaries. The controversy was magnanimously 
ended by an agreement that each should release its 
claim of unappropriated territory for the common 
use and benefit. 

New York led the way, and ceded her claims, 
as well of ** political jurisdiction”’ as ‘* of the right 
of soil,”? *‘ to be and inure to the use and benefit 
of such of the United States as should become 
members of the Federal alliance of the said States, 
and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.”’ 

Virginia claimed the broad region lying north- 


| as to hinder the growth of the colonies it planted. 


| west of the Ohio, and pines it in 1785, with 


a declaration that it should ‘** be considered as a 
‘common fund for the use and benefit of such of 
‘the United States as have become or shall be- 
‘come members of the Confederation or Federal 
‘ Alliance of the said States, (Virginia inclusive, ) 
‘according to their usual and respective propor- 


| * tions in the general charge and expenditure, and 


‘ shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for 


| ‘that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
‘ whatsoever.” 


Massachusetts soon afterwards released to the 
United States, ‘‘for their benefit, Massachusetts 
inclusive.”’ 

Connecticut conveyed, in 1786, in the same 
form. 

South Carolina, in 1787, ceded, ‘‘for the benefit 
of the United States, South Carolina inclusive.”’ 

North Carolina, in 1790, conveyed by a deed 


| containing the same declaration which had been 


used by Virginia; and Georgia completed the title 








of the United States by a cession on the same terms, 
attended with other stipulations which are not now 
important. 

he Constitution of the United States, adopted 
in the course of this great transaction, sanctioned 
it as follows: 

« The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States or of any particular State.” 
Art. 14, see. 3. 

The Continental Congress had eo adopt- 
ed the ordinance of 1787, by which they estap- 
lished a government in the Northwestern Territory, 
and provided for its future subdivision into States. 
With a view to that great political purpose, the 
Constitution declared that ‘‘new States may be 
admitted by the Congress into this Union.”— 
Art. 5, sec. 3. 
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The purchase of Louisiana from France in 1803, 
the acquisition of Florida by a grant from Spain 
in 1819, the discovery of Oregon, and the recent 
purchase of New Mexico and Upper California, 
extended our domain along the shores of the Gulf 
of Mexico to the Rio Grande, and from its head- 
waters, across the Rocky Mountains and Snowy 
Hills, to the Pacific ocean, The aggregate quan- 
tity of this national estate is fifteen handred and 
eighty-four millions of acres, of which one hundred 
and thirty-four milfions have been definitively ap- 
propriated, and there remain, including appropri- 
ations not yet perfected, fourteen hundred and fifty 
millions of acres, 

Using only round numbers, these lands are dis- 
tributed among the States and Territories as fol- | 


lows: 
Acres. | Aleres. 

In Ohi0, 2. cccses 745,000 | In Towa......... 27,153,000 | 
Indiana...... 2,751,000 Wisconsin.... 26,321,000 | 
Iilinois....... 14,060,000 Minnesota... 56,000,000 | 
Missouri....+. 29,216,000} Northwest Ter- 

Alabama... °... 17,238,000 ritory.......376,000,000 | 
Mississippi.... 14,308,000 Oregon Ter... .218,536,000 


854.000 

24,864,000 | 
27 402,000 
31,801,000 | 


Louisiana.... 
Michigan..... 
Arkaneas..... 
Florida......» 


Nebraska Ter. 87,488,000 
Indian Ter. ..119,789,000 
California ....2387,162,000 
New Mexico.. 49,727,000 





The domain came to the United States encum- | 
bered with a right of possession by Indian tribes, 
which is gradually extinguished by purchase, as | 
the necessities of advancing population require. 

At the establishment of the Federal Government 
the United States suffered from exhaustion by war, 
and labored under the pressure of a great national 
debt, while they were obliged to make large ex- 
penditures for new institutions, and to prepare for | 
defence by land and by sea. They therefore 
adopted a policy which treated the domain merel 
as a fund or source of revenue. They divided it 
into townships, sections, and quarter sections, and 
offered it at public sale at a minimum price of two 
dollars per acre on credit, and subsequently at 
private sale on the same terms. In 1820 they 
abolished the credit system, and reduced the price 
to one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; in 
1833 they recognized the right of preémption in 
favor of actual occupants; and the system as thus 
modified still remains in form upon our statute- | 
book. 'The United States, however, have, at dif- | 
ferent times, made very different dispositions of | 
portions of the domain. ‘Thus there have been | 

} 
! 
| 


appropriated to the new States and Territories, for 
purposes of internal improvement, for saline res- 
ervations, for the establishment of seats of rovern- 
ment and publie buildings, and for institutions of | 
education, as follows: 


Acres. , Alcres. 
TOOMOs ssc i sccave 1,847,575 |'To Louisiana. ... ..1,332,124 | 
Indiana......,.2,331,690 | Michigan...... 1,674,598 | 
[Hinois.,.....5+1,649,024 | Arkansas ...... 1,489,220 | 
Missouri....... 1,793,748 Wisconsin,.... 217,920 | 
Alabama....... 1,473,994 SN 5 6 innit 46,720 | 
Mississippi.....1,384,944 Florida ......, 1,553,635 | 


sesides these appropriations, the Senate will at | 
once recall several acts of Congress which surren- 
dered in the whole seventy-nine millions of acres for 
bounties in the Mexican war, bounties in the war 
of 1812, subsequent gratuities to the soldiers in the 
same war and in the Indian wars, cessions of 
swamp lands to new States, and for the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile, and 
other internal improvements, none of which last- 
named cessions have yet been located. 

The aggregate of revenuesderived from the pub- 
lic domain is $135,339,093 93, showing an annual 
average revenue of one and a quarter million of 
dollars since the system of sales was adopted, 

Mr. President, [ think the time is near at hand 
when the United States will find it expedient to | 
review their policy, and to consider the following | 
principles: 

First. ‘That lands shall be granted, in limited 
quantities, gratuitously, to actual cultivators only. | 

’ 
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Second. That the possessions of such grantees | 
shall be secured against involuntary alienation. 

Third, That the United States shall relinquish 
to the States administration of the public lands 
within their limits. 

These principles, sir, have no necessary con- 
necuon, I shall therefore discuss them sepa- 
rately 

First, A gratuitous allotmentof lands, in limited 
quanti to actual settlers and cultivators only. 

‘his principle involves three propositions: 
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|| were acquired; it is going on now; and it will go 





granted to any one person. 
2. Occupation and cultivation as conditions of 
the grant. 
3. A gratuitous grant. 
First. A limitation of the quantity to be allotted 
to any one person. ~ 
If the public lands were mercantile merchandise, 
rice would be the principal, if not the only, sub- 


a 


1. A limitation of the quantity which shall be | be sold with such a limitation, a rest mus 
/until the excess of lands sold above the 
| 
| 


ject of inquiry. On the contrary, it is only the || 
money received by the Government or sales that || 


perishes or passes away. ‘The lands remain fixed | 
just where they were before the sale, and they | 
constitute a part of the territory subject to adminis- | 
tration as much after sale as before. The possess- 
ors of the land sold become soon, if not imme- 
diately, citizens, and they will ultimately be a ma- 
jority of the whole population of the country, 
supporting the Government by their contributions, 
maintaining it by their arms, and wielding it for 
their own and the general welfare. ‘To look, then, 
at this subject merely with reference to the reve- | 
nue that might be derived from the sale of the 

lands, would be to commit the fault of that least- | 


erected spirit that fell from Heaven, whose 
** Looks and thoughts 

Were always downward bent, admiring more 

The riches of Heaven’s pavement, trodden gold, | 

Than aught, divine or holy, else enjoyed.” 


| 
All will admit—all do admit—that the domain || 
| 


should be so administered as to favor the increase 
of population, the augmentation of wealth, the cul- 
tivation of virtue, and the diffusion of happiness. 

I do not say that land in this or in any other | 
country ought to be or ever could be divided and | 
enjoyed equally. I assert no such absurdity; but 
I do say, with some confidence, that great inequal- | 
ity of landed estates, here or elsewhere, tehds to | 
check population, enterprise, and wealth, and to 
hinder and defeat the highest interests of society. 
Every State in this Union recognizes this princi- 
ple, and guards against undue aggregation of es- 
tates by restrains upon accumulation, by inhibi- 
tions of entails, and by dividing inheritances. 

A partition of this vast public domain is inevi- 
table. It has been going on ever since the lands 





on hereafter with increasing rapidity. That par- 
tition affords us an opportunity to apply the same 
beneficent and invigorating policy in a new and 
benign form, without disturbing any existing es- 
tates, or interfering with any vested ‘interests, and 
without disturbing any established laws or cus- 
toms. 


tion of land which one possessor can advanta- 
geously cultivate; yet there are practically dimen- | 
sions within which lands are held for that purpose; 
and when these are exceeded, the surplus is held 
for purposes of commerce or speculation. 
merce in the public lands, although by no means 
immoral, nevertheless ourht to be rezarded with 
jealousy. It diverts capital from active or produc- | 


land purchased can be made fruitful. Mortgages, 


judgments, and accidents of insolvency and of || 


death, render the title uncertain and confused, and 
thus exclude the lands from market. Every one 
has seen in new countries extensive tracts of land 
upon which the speculator had laid his hand, and 
thus rendered them useless to himself, useless to 
the community, and useless, or nearly so, to the 
State. The want of some security against incon- 
veniences so prejudicial to the States may now be 
supplied without producing any embarrassment to 
individuals or to the Government. 

Secondly. The same policy séems to commend 
the principle of insisting on permanent occupation 
and cultivation as conditions ofa grant of any por- 
tion of the public domain. It ought to be ept 
open and available to those who seek it for culti- 
vation. It ought, therefore, to be kept free from 





absent owners, who, while they would exclude 
settlers, would leave it entirely unproductive, and 
who would pay to the State either nothing, or at 
most a tax that would poorly compensate for 
stamping sterility upon the soil. 

The same principle that dictated the abandon- 
ment of the credit system in 1820 seems to pre- 
scribe now a limitation of the sales to actual set- 


tlers. Nor would the revenue derived from sales 


Com- || 


t follow 
actual 


Profit 
The com- 


supply of the market shall be taken off at a 
or loss from the hand of the speculator, 


|, mercial revulsion of 1837, aggravated by wild ang 


reckless speculations in the domain, gave us jn. 
structions on this subject which ought not to } 
neglected. F 

The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fetcn,] who 
has discussed our landed policy with very crea, 
ability, dwells upon the difficulty of preseribine 
the evidence of occupancy and cultivation. py; 
this difficulty would soon be removed if the sys. 
tem should be changed. A title might be withheld 
until improvements should be made sufficient to 
prevent a voluntary forfeiture. 

Thirdly. The question of making the grants 


of public lands gratuitously is one of more dij. 


culty. By gratuitous grants, I mean those whic), 
would be practically so, and that the lands thys 


| disposed of should be charged with the costs of 


the grant. 
The demand of $1 25 per acre, or of $200 on» 


|| farm of one hundred and sixty acres, although jt 


is not unjust, and although it may be necessary, 


is, nevertheless, in its practical operation, a tay 


upon the privilege of cultivating the domain. 


Pp - sut 
the first and fundamental interest of the Republic 


is the cultivation of its soil. That cultivation js 
the sole fountain of the capital or wealth which 


| supplies every channel of industry. The more it 


is taxed, the less freely it will flow. It is true, 


indeed, that, notwithstanding this tax, labor seeks 


the soil within the new States and Territories, and 


_ that society advances there with a rapidity unpar- 


alleled. But it is equally true that the tax pre- 
vents the immigration of a very large mass of per- 
sons who are destitute of employment in the 
eastern States, while it rejects even a greater mass 


_of cultivators in Europe. We are competitors 
| with the European States in agriculture and in 


manufactures. They have the advantage of 
cheaper labor and greater capital. We ought, 
therefore, to invite here the labor necessary to 


/augment our productions, and the industry and 


skill required to prepare them for internal ant for- 
eign commerce. Can it be doubtful for a moment 
that it is our policy to bring the manufacturers to 
our own shores, and to invite the farmer to sup- 
ply his wants from our own unproductive lands? 

Commercial supremacy demands just such an 


| agricultural basis as the fertile and extensive re- 
gions of the United States, when inhabited, will 


| supply. 


There is no arbitrary measurement of the por- || 


Political supremacy follows commercia! 
ascendency. It was by reason of the want of 


| just such aa agricultural basis that Venice, Portu- 
| gal, and Holland successively lost commerce and 


_ ively occupied. 
aS) j | ing the loss of this basis that England has, within 
tive industry, and prolongs the period before the || 


empire. It was for the ee of securing just 
such a basis that France, England, and Spain 
seized so eagerly, and held so tenaciously, the 
large portions of this continent which they respect- 
It was for the purpose of supply- 


the last seventy years, extended her conquests 
over a large portion of India. 
We now possess this basis, and all that we need 


| is to develop its capabilities as fully and as rapidly 


as possible. 


Nor ought we to overlook another 
great political interest. Mutual jealousies delayed 
a long time the establishment of the Union of these 
States, and have ever since threatened its dissolu- 
tion. It is apparent that the ultimate security for 


| its continuance is found in the power of the States 


established, and hereafter to be established, on the 
public domain. Those new and vigorous commu- 


| nities continually impart new life to the entire 


Commonwealth, while the absolute importance of 

free access to the ocean will secure their loyalty, 

even if the fidelity of the Atlantic States shall fail. 
Such as these, sir, may have been some of the 


| considerations that induced Andrew Jackson s0 


long ago to declare his opinion that the time was 
not distant when the ake domain-ought to cease 
to be regarded as a source of revenue. Such con- 
siderations may have had some influence with the 


late distinguished Senator from South Carolina 


be affected by such a measure. The price of the || 


land is fixed and uniform. If more lands are sold 
at one time, under the present system, than would | 


i 
| 
| 


J. C. Calhoun] to propose a release of the public 
omain to the States, on their paying a small per 
centum of revenue to the United States; and we 
are at liberty to suppose that a course of reasoning 
not entirely unlike this brought that eminent 
statesman who is now Secretary of State to pro- 


pose here a year ago a gratuitous appropriation of 


the public domain to actual settlers. 
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Nevertheless, the practicability of such a policy, 
ont its harmony with other national interests, are 
a< yet by no means generally admitted. The first 
ection Which it encounters is the economical 
one that it would be unwise to GIVE AWAY the pub- 


i. jands. But the property given would remain 


| 


with the giver after the gift, and would be enhanced | 


in usefulness to himself by the gift. All that we 
ould give away by surrendering the public do- 


=} 
Su 


main would be the revenue that might be derived | 
from sales. The honorable Senator from Michigan | 


nathetically asks, what new fountain shall be opened 


to supply the deficiency, if this one be closed? | 


\nd has it come to this, sir, that the Federal Gov- 
ernment, charged with only the burthens of na- 
tional defence, of commerce, and of arbitrament 
between the States, while absolutely relieved from 
all responsibilities of municipal and domestic ad- 
ministration, yet enjoying unlimited power of in- 
direct, as well as of even direct taxation, cannot 


sustain itself, in a season of profound peace, with- | 


out consuming the patrimony of the States? Sir, 
{ answer the Senator’s inquiry: The resource to 


supply the deficiency of a million and a quarter | 


of dollars will be found in retrenchment of the ex- || 


nenses of administration. 
' A SenaTor. 
trench ? 
this Government to retrench ? 

Mr.SEWARD. No, sir; not while the revenue 
remains full. 


Reduce the revenue a million and a | 


Will this Government ever re- | 
Does the Senator from New York expect | 


quarter, or even five millions, and you will find | 


the expenses of the Government accomodate them- 


selves to the reduction; raise the revenue to a hun- || 
dred millions, and you will find the expenses ad- | 


just themselves to that standard. Sir, if you are 
ever to have retrenchment, you must begin with 
reducing taxation. And where can you begin so 
well as with the taxation upon the privilege of 
cultivating the national estate? But, sir, we shall 
have no such deficiency of revenue to supply. 


Alarms of an exhausted Treasury are continually || 


sounded here, while the revenues received under a 
system of imposts, which in many respects is most 


unwise, annually exceed all estimates of adminis- | 


tration. 


Last year the Secretary of the Treasury pre- | 


dicted a deficiency of sixteen millions of dollars, 
and yet no deficiency at all occurred. The reve- 
nues for the present year are equally prosperous, 


and they will never be less ce ah while we | 


are at peace, as I hope we shall always be; for 
the wealth and industry of the country are con- 
stantly increasing and expanding. I know, in- 


deed, that revenue is liable to be affected by fluctu- | 


ations of trade; but such disturbances are ouly 
occasional and temporary. 

The Senator from Michigan exaggerates the 
prodigality of what he calls the giving away of the 


domain, by stating that it cost seventy-five millions | 


of dollars—equivalent to twenty-two cents per 


acre, or thirty-two dollars and twenty cents for | 


each farm of one hundred and sixty acres. 

And from such premises as these he argues that 
it would cost thirty-five millions of dollars to give 
away the public lands lying in Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Michigan, Missouri, and Minnesota. Sir, I do 


not understand exactly the basis of the Senator’s | 
estimate of the cost of the domain, but I can, nev- | 


ertheless, safely pronounce his speculations entire- 
ly fallacious. 
war, the cost of the long controversy with France 


which ended in the purchase of Louisiana, the cost | 


of all the Indian wars, and the cost of the late war 
with Mexico, all of which were in some degree 
connected with the acquisition of the public domain, 


should be included in the estimate, the entire cost | 


f the cost of the revolutionary | 


of the public lands would be seven hundred mil- , 


lions, instead of seventy-five millions of dollars. 
If, on the other hand, the expense account be 


credited with all the national benefits, financial, | 


commercial, and political, which have been secured, 
the domain would be discharged from all indebted- 
hess whatever to the Treasury. 

Sir, the acquisition of the domain, whatever 
was its cost, is a transaction completed, ended, 
past. The value of the domain is what it is worth 
how, not what it cost. 

Mr. President, the question of such a disposition 
of the public lands as I have suggested is entirely 
misapprehended. It is not whether we shall relin- 
quish a revenue of one and a quarter millions, 

he revenue has ceased, and the fountain from 
Which it flowed is dried up already. 








| We have by various acts, passed within the last will cont 


| ten years, given upseventy-eight millions nine hun- 

{ dred and thirty-two thousand five hundred and 
thirteen acres, which are now in market, and 

| coming into market, and which must be taken off 


|| from the hands of States and individuals before 


your own sales can be renewed. The Secretary 
| of the ‘Treasury assures us that the revenue from 
| the public domain is suspended by this legislation 
for a period of sixteen years. 

Sir, a revenue that is suspended for sixteen years 
has penny ceased forever. The Senator from 
Michigan, perplexed with this argument, reviews 
the ‘Treasury estimates, and reduces the period of 
| exhaustion to eight years. 

Sir, | say, then, to the Senator, that he has not 
changed the case. 
| Anational revenue that is suspended for eight 

years has practically ceased forever. But, sir, 
neither the Senator from Michigan, nor even the 
Secretary of the Treasury, has estimated the pe- 
riod of exhaustion at its fuli length. Congress is 
annually making new appropriations. ‘The Sen- 
ate has at this session passed an act disposing of 
ten millions of acres. 

We all hope that that act will become a law, al- 
though its effect would be to add at least five years 
to the term for which the revenue from the do- 
| main is suspended. Let us, then, apprehend the 
| emergency as it is, and act accordingly. The do- 

main no longer yields nor will ever again yield a 

revenfie. Since its financial benefits have ceased, 
| let us no longer dispose of it by impulse and ca- 

price, not to say by partiality or favor, but let 
us so dispose of it as to secure political and social 
benefits to the whole Union. 

Itis objected that the domain is pledged to pub- 
lic creditors. The debt charged upon the domain 
is $27,935,350—a debt which is rapidly diminish- 

ing, and, if we practice economy, will have disap- 
| peared, by the appliance of revenues from customs 

alone, long before the public domain will yield a 
dollar for even the payment of theinterest on it. But 
| if it be necessary to hold the public domain liable 

for the debt, we may properly set apart sufficient 

lands for that purpose, and let the residue be dis- 
| posed of as other interests require. 

‘The Senator from Michigan resisted the policy 
proposed, on the ground that it would reduce the 
value of real estate in the new States. It has been 
urged that that inconvenience would also reach 
the old States. The inconvenience, Mr. President, 
if it should occur at all, would be merely tempo- 
rary. ‘The reclaiming of the domain would go on 
more rapidly; and we all know that cultivated as 
well as vacant lands rise in value just as rapidly 
as new lands lying amongst or adjacent tothem are 
improved. What would be lost in the first in- 
stance would be abundantly regained afterwards. 

There is, however, Mr. President, one objection 
of a more serious nature than any I have yet con- 
sidered. I hear it said on all sides that the domain 
ought to be disposed of for great and beneficent 
objects—objects beneficial to the old as well as to 
the new States. Sir, I have always favored such 
a policy; and it is upon that ground that I have 
, cheerfully voted hitherto, as I shall continue to 
vote hereafter, for appropriations upon that prin- 
ciple, so long as Congress shall continue to adhere 
even in form to the ancient system. 

It is upon this ground that [ shall support the bill 
now under consideration, which proposes to be- 
| stow upon the State of Louisiana the public lands 

within her limits to enable her to improve the nav- 

igation of the Mississippi—a measure to which I 
called the attention of the Senate at the last ses- 
| silon—a measure of great urgency, and of conceded 
national importance. I have had, moreover, a 
hope that this great resource might be applied to 
the establishment of a system for the pi, but 
certain removal of slavery, by a scheme of com- 
| pensating emancipation. I have thought that the 
slaveholding States might wisely propose such a 
system, and that the free States ought to accede 
to it. 

But, sir, it is manifest that if the old States 
could not agree upon such a system, or even upon 
| any other system of partition of the public domain 
| among the States, or of distribution of its pro- 
| ceeds, while they held unquestioned the political 
| power of government, they cannot now hone to 
| agree upon and secure the adoption of such a sys- 

tem, when that power is actually passing over 
| from them to the new States. he new States 
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rol the decision of this great question, 
| We may, nevertheless, by yielding to what is in- 
ev’ table, modify the policy to be adopted. 

[ submitted, Mr. President, a second principle, 
t» wit: hat the public lands, so to be granted to 
actual settlers, ought to be secured to them against 
involuntary alienation. 

I respect all lawful contracts, and I would not 
unnecessarily interfere with even rigorous reme- 
dies which existed when such contracts were 
made. But it is wise, as it is just and humane, 
to alleviate prospectively the relations between 
debtor and creditor. Within the last twenty 
years, imprisonment for debt—a system which 
had prevailed for more than two thousand years 
before—has been safely abolished by every State 
in this Union, and I believe by every commercial 
nation in Europe. : 

New York, the most commercial State, has, 
with equal safety, abolished the rigorous remedy 
of distress for rent, and has exempted certain por- 
tions of estates from liability to sale for debts con- 
tracted after such laws were passed. Other States 
have adopted the policy of protecting the home- 
stead from compulsory sale. A heme is the first 
necessity of every family; it is indispensable to 
the education and qualifications of citizens. 

Cannot society justly withdraw it from the 

hazards of commercial contracts, and from ex- 
»osure to the accidents of disease and death? We 
estow pensions upon decayed soldiers who have 
faithfully served their country in her wars; we 
| protect such annuities against involuntary assign- 
ment; and the policy is as wise as it is generous. 
But he who reclaims an acre of land from the 
| sterility of Nature, and brings it into a productive 
| condition, confers a greater benefit upon the State 
than valor has often the power to bestow. Sir, 
all that is movable in property may be used as a 
security for credits; and that security is adequate 
to supply all the wants of commerce. The home 
of the farmer, the asylum of the children of the 
Republic, may be safely reserved and protected. 

There remains, Mr. President, a third principle 
which, 1 think, demands the consideration of 
| Congress; which is, that the administration of the 
| public lands with'n the States should be relin- 
| quished to them. 

It has been sufficiently shown that the United 
States can no longer derive any financial benefit 
| from the domain. ‘They can, atbest, hope to ap- 
propriate it to purposes of internal improvement 
| and education. Experience has taught us noth- 
ing, if it has not shown that the action of Con- 
| gress upon those Interests is less judicious and 
| beneficent than the action of the several States. 
| Of all the railroads, canals, and other works of 
internal improvement—of all the universities, col- 
leges, and schools in the country—the States are 
almost exclusively the projectors, founders, and 
patrons. 

To maintain that the United States can select 
| such objects, and apply the public jands to the at- 
| tainment of them more wisely than the States could 
do, is to controvert the principle of our Censtitu- 
tion which assigns domestic interests and ailgys 
to local administration, Sir, we have only a ~ 
porary jurisdiction and a temporary estate in the 
domain—both of which are of brief duration and 
comparatively valueless. The reversion of both 
belongs to the States, and is infinitely pouportant to 
them. It is not until that reversion has taken 
| place that the domain really begins to contribute to 
| the wealth and strength of the whole Republic. 
Nor am I greatly embarrassed by ‘he objection 
| that the new States would derive an unequal share 
of the benefits from what is justly called a ** com- 
mon estate.”’ If all the public lands lying within 
their limits were released to them, they would stl 
be inferior to the older States in the advantages of 
capital, labor, and commercial position, Ever 
dollar of revenue which we should release would 
remain within the new States, enhancing their 
ability to construct channels of trade and to found 
systems of education; while their own increasing 
wealth and prosperity would equally increase the 
wealth and prosperity of the old States, with w hom 
they are intimately related and indissolubly con- 
nected. 

The Senator from Michigan is alarmed with 
apprehensions that the simplicity and certainty of 
titles would be put in jeopardy by a transfer of 
| the public lands to the States. But, sir, our ma- 
| chinery of title, which is so perfect, could be 1% 
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once transferred to the ld | 
operate it with increased we pegs and with 
economy which is unknown to us. o one could | 
defend for » moment the principle that the Federal 
Government ought to retain the domain, with all | 
its expenses of administration, for the mere pur- 
pose of conferring titles in it upon the citizens of | 
the States. 

The possession of the domain, moreover, cre- 
ates relations of landlord and tenant, of patronage 
and dependency between the Government and the 
States, injurious to both. This has been an in- 








States, and they could || our decisions in the light refiected on them by | 





| their broad and lasting consequences. May they | 
be such as will safely abide so severe and so im- || 
artial a serutiny ! || 
Mr. MILLER. This is not the time nor the || 

| occasion to go into a discussion in regard to the || 
| #ppropriation or the partition of the public lands. || 
I merely rise for the purpose of asking the at- | 
| tention of the Senate again to this bill, if it is in | 
| order to speak upon the subject before the Senate. | 
Itis evident that we are not prepared at this late | 
hour of the session, and with the little informa- || 





convenieuce hitherto unavoidable, and it ought to 
be continued no longer than shall be required by a 
paramount national interest. 

I shall consider, Mr. President, very briefly the 
power of Congress in the premises. So far as 
the Constitution is concerned, I shall pass by all 
commentaries and all glosses, and take my stand 
upon the simple text—** The Congress shall have 


‘ power to dispose of, and make all needful rules | 


‘and regulations respecting, the territory or other 
‘ property belonging to the United States.’ The 
sower of disposition thus conferred is general, un- 
imited, dle. 

gress has to dispose of forts, magazines, arsenals, 
edifices, or ships. They have power to sell; they 
have power to give. Of course the power should 
be exercised in this as in all other cases for the 


best interests of the nation; but the discretion of | 


Congress is not abridged. 

Let us now examine the supposed limitations in 
the deeds of cession; for the rights of the States 
are secured by the Constitution. There are sev- 
eral grants, which, it has been seen, are expressed 
in different forms. It is not the forms employed 
in any one of the grants, but the general spirit 
and effect of them all, that explain and define the 
power conveyed. New York, Massachusetts, 
and Connecticut released by language broad and 
comprehensive. They conveyed ‘* for the benefit 
of the United States.’ 

Virginia and other States amplified, but mani- 
festly for the purpose of expressing the same 
meaning more fully. They granted ‘for the use 
and benefit of the United States,’’ and declared 
that the estate and jurisdiction conferred should 
‘*be considered as a common fund of all the 
* States, according to their usual respective propor- 
‘tions in the general charge and expenditure, and 
‘ should be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for 
‘tat purpose, and for no other purpose whatso- 
‘ ever.”” 

This language was adopted with reference to the 
then existing Articles of Confederation, under 
which the States were charged with contributions 
for the support of the Federal Government, which 
system was afterward modified by the Constitution 
of the United States so as to dispense with contri- 
butions from the States, and invest Congress with 
power of taxation upon imposts, and of direct 
taxation according to representative population. 


Certainly the terms of these grants were not in- | 


tended to confine Congress to a disposition of the 
lands by sale only—because, first, they express 


n@such thing; and because, secondly, the politi- | 


cal jurisdiction, as well as the right of soil, was 
included in the designation of ‘* a common fund.”’ 

Again: it would be practically impossible, under 
any system whatever, to secure equal benefits 
from the domain to all the States. If you sell the 
lands in Ohio, you may divide the avails be- 
tween that State and all her sister States, but the 
land will still remain, yielding power and wealth 
directly t@ the State forever, while the other 
States can be only indirectly recipients of such 
benefits. 

What was intended, then, was simply this: 
that whatever disposition Congress should make 
of the domain should be one purely national and 
impartial. It seemsto me to mean nothing more; 
and the Constitution expresses that meaning fully. 


If, then, the adoption of such principles as I have | 


discussed has become necessary already, or shall 
hereafter become necessary, the policy would then 
be a proper exercise of the constitutional power, 
and would fall within its trust, as defined by the 
deeds of cession. 

This is a subject of vast importance. It reaches 
across the whole basis of the great empire which 
is rising on this continent, and forward through 
all the stages of its elevation, and even of its de- 
cline and fall, if it shall not be perpetual. Pos- 
terity, and perhaps the civilized world, will review 


It is the same power that Con- | 


tion that we have upon this subject, to vote upon 
this bill. If I understand it aright, it proposes to || 
| grant to Louisiana all the pubis lenha lying within || 
her borders, amounting in the aggregate to some | 
| twenty-two millions of acres. Now, we have al- || 
| ready granted to Louisiana her share of the public | 
|, lands, with the other new States, in a general bill || 
| of mere We have also granted to her | 


| several grants to her with regard to railroads. | 
Mr. DOWNS. Only one. 
i Mr. MILLER. And now comes this general 
grant of the remainder of the land. It reminds | 
me very much of the various codicils of a will, | 
| in which this property is bequeathed to this one, | 


| other one, and then comes in a general one, devis- | 
| ing the residue to some one else. 
are applying the codicils to the same one, having | 
| devised some land for a railroad, all the swamp 
| lands to the State, and now, by a general provis- 
ion, we are asked to devise the remainder to Loui- | 

' 





siana. 
| But I will not detain the Senate by going into 
|| the merits of this question. 1am in favor of im- 
|, proving the navigation of the Mississippi river 
| and other western waters. I am in favor of inter- | 
|, nal improvements; and I would be willing to de- 
|| vote the public lands by any general system which 
might be devised, and in which all the States of | 
the Union could have an interest. But Iam ut- 
| terly opposed to this partial and particular distri- | 
| bution of the public lands for the benefit of the | 
| States in which they happen to lie. Without de- 
} taining the Senate further, I propose to lay this 
bill upon the table, for the purpose of testing the | 
sense of the Senate upon the subject. 
Mr. CLARKE. I hope my friend from New | 
Jersey will withdraw that motion. 
| Mr. MILLER. I will if the Senator from | 
| Rhode Island will renew it. 
Mr. CLARKE. I am decidedly in favor of | 
| this bill if the Senate shall find an appropriate time | 
| to take it up for just and proper consideration. 
|My object now is to offer an amendment to the 
bill, which I wish to have printed. A word with 
| regard to the amendment. I have before me a 
, statement which I have made out from public doc- 
uments, showing the amount of public lands 
granted to the various States of the Union. With 
great labor I have ascertained that over nineteen | 
|| millions of acres have been granted to the States 
|| for various purposes, without including the grants, | 
| which have been large and numerous, within the 
| last two years. And I find that, to the first of | 
_ January, 1848, for the construction and improve- | 
| ment of roads, and for river and harbor improve- | 
| 
' 








| 


| ments, these appropriations have been made: 
| Maine (of which $137,388 was fora military road) $276,574 | 





| New Hampshire, for river...........0006 peccee + 10,000 | 
| Vermont, for harbors.........s.s.ee0es no atenene, eS 
Massachusetts, for harbors, rivers, &c........... 526,148 | 
| Rhode Island, harbors, &c..... eeeccctccnecesces sane 
Connecticut, harbors, &ec. ...... Chered vedecccdee Weayeue 
For all New England...... ecvecccnsetosss Ag heOghee | 
| New York, for harbors.........sscsseesesee sees 1,682,115 | 
Pennsylvania, for harbors..............+++ secees 192,961 | 
| Pennsylvania and Delaware, harbors............ 58,413 
| Delaware, harbors and breakwater............... 2,038,366 | 
| Cumberland road, Maryl’d, Pennsylvania, and Va. 1,901,227 | 
Maryland, for harbors.........scsseeseeeeeeeees 55,000 | 


Virginia, for Dismal Swamp Canal.............. 25,000 
North Carolina, harbors and rivers........ cocccce OlOgaed | 





| Georgia, rivera and harbors...........0.sse0e0e. 228,043 |) 
|| Georgia, for road...........ccscscesesescceseses 15,000 | 
Florida, rivers aad harbors............... sews 105,730 | 
Florida, roads, ($10,000 not expended,)........ ++ 181,982 | 
| Alabama, rivers and harbors...... A A pa . 175,997 | 
| Alabama, roads.................. sovcccecctccce NR | 
| Mississippi, rivers... ....eceeceseeveseseseeess 25,000 
| ROUTE, BORER sos o's occ sted scccccesccctwscces 21,000 
| Louisiana, rivers and harbors......... cine aalinie 710,800 | 
| Louisiana, roads........++0+s0eeereseseees 6,400 | 
| Tennessee, roads............ pevens Nib stds wea 11,920 
| Kentucky and Tennessee, rivers................ 155,000 | 
| BE EV OND ch ccccccecscccccsaqccvccees +++ 120,000 ! 


, 


all the swamp lands, and I believe we have made || 


| another branch of property is bequeathed to an- || 


In this case we || 


i] 


| ion of net less than a 


SG, CUE, nn 0 ins tn ch ainns 44.00<6 chinese. 356,065 


Arkansas and Missouri, road........+...e.esee0, 100.099 
Missouri, building a pier............ecceescees,, 75.000 


; + 1,623.04 
Indiana, SEI aon ene sp Scien Apes eaeentnensedc Riis 


Fadians, BarBor..cccoecsescesccece aden es . 





tees >. 79 

Illinois, roads........... Bdidee cb de encryohs cs tae 
Illinois, harbors........ Cie cee SeceaeWeskbet 247 60; 
QUI PID e000 sivas tin yetogs dismay see agh en tens 2,087 G08 
Ohio, harbors and riverse..cers. es eeereeeer eee, HOOKS) 
Michigan, roads......... doh Cube beowtaudee 295 ‘nn 
Michigan, rivers and harbors......... . 250,79) 
Wisconsin, rivers and harbors.............. 90.509 
Wisconsin, POWdS cee. rcecvece ceccessseerseveess 77.0) 
Towa, harbor......... vee ererevecserreees ‘aveseee 14,509 
TOWER, TORES..0 cn cccccccrcccscccceccccccscess 60.509 
Sta 

$17,119,469 

Sees 


From this statement it will be seen that of i. 
amount thus appropriated, but $1,106,129 y-». 


| expended in New England, and but $7,642,65] |, 


the old States, in which there were no expend. 
itures for roads except $1,901,227 for the Cumber. 
land road in Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsy!y9. 
nia; and $15,000 for a road in Georgia, to which 
I will add $137,388 for a military road in Maine. 
I have also prepared a detailed statement of tie 
grants of public lands for various purposes up 1) 
| the Ist of January, 1848. It is as follows: © 
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The whole amount of these grants is 16,153,878 
acres, of which 7,858,997 are for common scliools; 
365,736 for universities, colleges, and semfnaries: 
| 4,244,008 for railroads, canals, and rivers; 3,666,915 
for internal improvements; 2,560 for the seat of 
| government of Missouri; and for the deaf and 
| dumb 4,859. 
| ‘Thatstatement, it will be observed, is only made 
up to the Ist of January, 1848; but by another 
document from Mr. R. M. Young, Commissioner 
of Public Lands, dated in January, 1849, | learn 
that the whole amount then granted to the States 
for those purposes was 19,988,825 acres. As | 
| have before said, I have not seen any subsequent 
| statement. 

Such have been the grants and appropriations 
that have been mode, and yet I shall not be un- 
_ willing to make the additional grant to Louisiana 
_ which is proposed to be made by this bill, if 1 can 
succeed in attaching to it an amendment which | 
now submit that it may be printed. It is as fol- 
lows: 

‘“* And be it further enacted, That there shall be granted 
to the several States of this Union an amount of the public 
| land equal to one hundred thousand acres to every Repre- 
| sentative and Senator of each State in the present Congress 
| of the United States, to be selected from the lands subject t 
| sale at private entry, and set apart for the use of said States 
| respectively, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. The lands thus to be selected shall be located 
| in parcels, conformable to sectional divisions and subdivis 

quarter section in any one location. 

| Beit further enacted, That the lands herein granted © 
| the States, as aforesaid, shall not be disposed of at a price 
_ less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, until 
_ otherwise authorized by a law of the United States, and 
the proceeds of the sales of such lands shall be faithfully 
applied by each State respectively—one half thoreof as & 
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fund for the support of education, and the 
thereof for purposes of internal improvement, or for such 
other purposes as the Legislature of each State may pre- 
scribe.’ 





I now move that the amendment be printed for 
the use of the Senate, and, according to the prom- 
ise that I made to the Senator from New Jersey, 
| move to lay the whole subject upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will have to 
submit one motion ata time. The question will 
be taken on the motion to lay on the table, after 
which the Senator can make his motion that the 
amendment be printed, 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the Senator from Rhode 


Island will withdraw his motion to lay on the ta- || dividuals, and that the taxes arising from these 


ble fora few moments. I will renew it. 

Mr. CLARKE. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will not detain the Senate 
by a discussion upon this question. My respect 
for the body would preclude my doing so. My 
only object is to call the attention of the Senate to 
the course that has been pursued in relation to 
this matter. ‘There have been three speeches de- 
livered upon this occasion evidently prepared for 
the purpose of affecting the public mind, and with 
a view finally to approximate to what is, I fear, 
intended by a large proportion of the Senate of 
the United States. Now, sir, I could but distrust 


I will withdraw. 


the combination of two extreme opinions to this 


common result, as stated before the Senate and 
the country. The honorable Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Downs] goes upon the principle of mo- 
nopoly: the Senator from New York (Mr. Sew- 
arp], goes upon the principle of agrarianism. The 
Senator from Louisiana seeks to have the whole 
of the public lands vested in the States respect- 
ively in which they lie: the Senator from New 
York says that the proper principle is to divide the 
public lands in sections of one hundred and sixty 
acres, and not permit anybody to have more of 
the public land than that. That is the true poli- 
cy, as he says, to be carried out. Now, foal at 
these two combining to vote for this bill. 

Now, how can it be that the Senator from New 
York, who upholds the idea that he has thrown 
before the country, could vote for such a measure? 
What argument can be presented to support such 
a vote? It must be an argument which goes to 
induce the New States within which these lands 
lie to approve of the course of the Senator when 
he announced the fact that he would vote for that 
bill. And all persons who are opposed to the 
States taking the public lands will be found not to 


receive the same measure of kindness from the | 


States as those Senators who will give them their 
own principles, and go for this monopolizing prin- 
ciple. But I shall not inquire into the motive of 
this matter. 


All I beg to state is this: Where did oer 


lands come from? In the first place the North- 
western Territory was purchased from the State 
of Virginia, and purchased under a compact, which 
was first for the purpose of paying the public 
debt—the debt of the Revintioacant when that 
debt was paid, then the balance of the public lands 
there were to go to the States. And yet we find a 
Senator from one of the old States announcing 


that these public lands, against the compact which | 


was entered into with the State from which they 
were purchased, shall go to the States individually 
in which they lie, or come down to the principle 


of agrarianism—to one hundred and sixty acres— | 


and no man shall hold more than that number of 


acres. That principle will soon be so changed | 


that those who have more land than that will have 
their possessions cut down to that standard. Now, 
how is it that we who represent the interest of the 
old States can thus go for a measure like this, con- 
ee to the compact, contrary, in my judgment, 
to the obligation imposed upon us by the com- 
pact between the State of Virginia and the United | 
States? 
Where else did the public lands core from? | 
Georgia yielded her territory to the United States— | 
that territory from which the States of Mississippi 
and Alabama were formed—under the compact of | 
1802, and with the same limitations and rights | 
reserved to the States as were reserved in the case | 
of the State of Virginia. Now, the next surren- | 
der—should Louisiana receive all the lands within | 
her limits—will be to Mississippi; and then comes | 
Alabama, with the millions there still undisposed 
of, which will be vested in the States, contrary to | 
the compact made by Georgia when she yielded | 


| claims a fulfillment of that obligation. 
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because she is one of the contracting parties, and | 
And yet 
one of the Senators from the old States would sur- 
render all these public lands to Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Louisitana—and for what purpose? Not 
upon principles of justice—not in conformity to 
the contract—but in violation of the compact, and 


| for any other purpose; and it could be for no other 
may pury ; 7 ; , 
possible purpose than to gratify the States in which 


wE he. 
And what more? It is contended that these 


| public lands ought to go into the possession of in- 


| lands, when in the possession of individuals, would 


more than amount to the value of the property. 
. . . . + 

Why, sir, the great principle is forgotten. No 

State of this Union has one third of the population 


| that the soil is capable of sustaining; and the 


whole area of the country, instead of having but 


| twenty-three millions of population, can support 
’ PI 


with perfect ease, in time to come, at least five 
hundred millions. Yet, because we have not peo- 


| ple to occupy every foot of land, it must be given 


away. ‘The lands never will be disposed of, sir, 


| until there is a demand for them; and that demand 


| 


| 


| never will exist until there is a population to reside 


upon them. We have induced even the foreign 
population—millions of the population of foreign 


| countries—to come and settle upon our public 


lands, and yet millions of unsettled acres remain; 
yet, because we have no occasion to use them 
immediately, we propose to give them away. 
The gentleman from New York throws himself 
upon this principle, that sixteen years’ suspension 
of the revenue, which is the estimate on account 


| of the vast amount of warrants that we have au- 
| thorized, isa surrender of the source of the revenue 


| sale, then? ‘They never will go except when there || 


| not population to fill them a 
| give away these lands. 
| can so well hold the public lands as the Govern- || 


itself. Why will we put up our public lands for 
is a demand for them. When a man has more 
property than he can use, he must either invest it | 
or dispose of it, or if he cannot dispose of it, it must | 
lie by until there is a demand for it. Well, here 


we are, the great landlord of the country, with 


millions of acres; but these millions are not re- || 


quired for the convenience and support of the peo- | 

le, because they are not in our midst. State upon 
Beate have we created; and a because we have | 
l up at once, we must | 


This is not right. Who 


mentof the United States? What revenue will we 


get from the public lands when they are all given || 
to the States in which they lie? Not one dollar for ] 


the General Government. What revenue will the 
States get? Nothing, until there be a population 
to settle upon them; and they cannot be disposed | 


_of by the States until the population go there. 


And when that population go into these States and 


want these public lands, they can buy just as | 
| well from the Government of the United States 
| as from the individual States. 


There is no doubt 


| about that. 


But it is urged again by the Senator from Loui- 
siana that the Government of the United States is 
incurring annually a large expenditure without 
getting anything from these public lands. Well, 
my great regard for the State of Louisiana, and 


| for State rights generally, is such that I will not | 


transfer this loss, this tremendous expense, from | 
the General Government, and put it upon that 
State. 

Mr. DOWNS. The Senator is mistaken in the 
statement that I made. I said that the expense 
was so great, and the sale of the lands so small, 
and diminishing rapidly every year, that, for the 
last few years, the accounts were about balanced, 
and for the future the United States would prob- 
ably be a loser. 

Mr. DAWSON. And then, of course, if these 
lands be transferred to the State of Louisiana, that 
State would be a loser. 

Mr. DOWNS. That does not necessarily fol- 
low. 

Mr. DAWSON. Well, the question is pro- 
pounded, what are we to do with the public lands, 
then? I say they are forthe people, and they will 
go to the people whenever they are wanted. You 
cannot make the people take them. he we 
have given away more now than the people can 
occupy; and why? Because they all have homes 
now, and desire no more land at present. 


| truth about it is that the 
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remaining half || her lands under the contract of cession in 1802. || But, says the Senator from New York, we must 
|| Why, upon principle, you cannot divest her rights, || 


keep the control of these lands in the hands of the 
General Government for the purpose of carrying 


‘out his — ple, which I say is agrarianism in 


its latitude and longitude; for it places a limitation 


upon the right of any man in this country to oc- 
cupy or own more ion one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. And now let me ask him this ques- 
tion. He says retain it in the control and pos- 
session of the Government of the United States, 
in order to carry out and enforce the principle to 
which I have referred. Well, now, ee can he 
carry out that principle and vote for this bill, vest- 
ing all the sind in the State of Louisiana in that 
State? It cannot be done. Louisiana will do as 
she pleases with the land, and the principle of the 
honorable Senator can never be executed when the 


»ower of the General Government ceases over the 
and. 


These are the principles now advocated. The 
public lands are made a 
mere battle-door for political purposes; and any 
man who has any aspiration to the highest office 
in the gift of the people of this country makes it 
his business to form his platform upon the public 
lands, and the rights and interests of the States 
are made subservient to the personal aspirations 
of individuals. The great principles of justice 
are violated, and the compacts between the States 
and the United States are violated, for the purpose 
merely of obtaining the support and approbation 
of the new States. This is true, and should be 
known; and I am prepared to tell it boldly. The 
common property, belonging in common to all, is 


to be taken away for the benefit of a few. Some 
alleze one reason, and some allege another. Some 


say that it improves the value of the remainder, 
others that the swamp and such lands are of no 
value to the United States, and they should be 
surrendered to the States; and others, again, that 
| we cannot dispose of the public lands, and there- 
fore we must surrender them to the States. Now, 
this is a mere avoidance of a principle which 
should regulate our conduct—the principle of an 
equal participation in all the advantages of this 
| Government—an equal division of all the public 
property of the country, if you are going to di- 
vide it, and if you are not, then the principle of 
keeping the proceeds arising from this property for 
the equal payment of the debts which are due by 
the whole people. 

But I said that I would not detain the Senate, 
| for I had too much respect for their wishes. But 
| knowing the few days that we have left to us, I did 
not expect this discussion to come up; otherwise 
| I would have been provided with data by which I 
| would have shown the inequality of the adminis- 
| tration of the public lands, and the injustice done 

to the different sections of this Union. I would 
| have done that, sir; but I had no more dream of 
being called upon to express a-single opinion upon 
the subject of the public lands to-day than I had 


|| of speaking of the Army and Navy of the United 


| States. But it is against my feelings as one of the 
American citizens to do any act on my part in my 
representative character which will not operate 
| equally on every freeman in the Union. [hall 
never ask for my constituency a right or an ad- 
vantage that I could not with honor yield to all 
others when they are justly entitled to the same 
privileges as we are. Whenever these principles 
are violated, and the country understand it, you 
strike a feeling of the human heart that will in- 
stantly respond in the ery ‘injustice,’ and the 
perpetrators of it will be remembered. 


I now move, according to my promise, to lay 
this bill upon the table. 
The question being upon the motion to lay the 
| bill upon the table, upon a division it was agreed 
to—ayes 18, noes 14. 
So the bill was laid on the table. 


Subsequently Mr, CLARKE moved that the 
| amendment offered by him to this bill be printed; 
| which motion was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


| Mr. PEARCE gave notice of his intention to 


ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an act 


| entitled ** An act allowing compensation to the 
'| members of the Senate and the members of the 


House of Representatives of the United States, 
and Delegates of Territories,’’ and all other laws 


|) on that subject. 
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The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 390) to provide for the survey of the pub- 


lic lands in California, the granting of donation 


privileges therein, and for other purposes. 

The amendments made in committee were sev- 
erally concurred in. 

Mr. FELCH moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing two sections; which, as finally adopted, are 
as follows: 


“(And be it further enacted, That the quantity of two entire 
townships, or seventy-two sections, shall be, and the same 
is hereby, granted to the State of California for the use ofa 
seminary of learning—said lands to be selected by the Gov- 
ernor of said State, or such persons as he may designate for 
that purpose, in legal subdivisions of notless than a quarter 
section of any of the unsold, unoccupied, and unappropria- 
fed public lands therein, pptpees to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and to be disposed ot as the Legislature 
shall direct: Provided, however, That no mineral lands shall 
be subject to such selection: .4nd pr@gided, also, That the | 
proceeds of said lands shall be appliet i 
for the benefit of said seminary, and for no other purpose. 

ind be it further enacted, §c., That there shall be, and 


} 
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'and cultivated the land, but it is an absolute do- | 


/nation. Now, I do not know of any State in this 


| Union where the same advantages have been given | 
|to those who may settle within that State as we | 


| propose to give here. We are holding out induce- 


emigrate from the old States to the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

| I understand that this bill comes recommended 
by the Committee on Public Lands; and, sup- 


|| posing that I would be unable to strike out the 
| whole of this provision, I am disposed to do the 
|| best I can. 
|| Sewarp] has laid down a principle that I want | 
|| him now to come in and sustain, that no indi- 


The Senator from New York [Mr. 


| vidual should be entitled to more than one hun- 
| dred and sixty acres of land, it being immaterial 


| whether he is a married man with a score of | 


children, or whether he isa bachelor. I propose 


hereby is, granted to the State of California the quantity of |! then give to those who go upon the land in Cali- 


ten entire sections of Jand for the purpose of erecting the 
public buildings of that State—said lands to be selected by | 
the Governor, or such persons as he may designate for that | 
purpose, in legal subdivisions of not less than a quarter see- 
tion of any of the unsold, unoceupied, and unappropriated | 


public jands in that State, and subject to the approval of || 


the Secretary of the Interior: Rrovided, however, That none 
of said selections shall be made of mineral lands.” 

Mr. BORLAND, I am not disposed to restrict 
the donations of lands to California within too 
narrow limits. Iam disposed to be liberal; but I 
cannot see the propriety or the necessity of giving 
to California townships of land for two universities 
when the rule has been to give them to one. I do 
not suppose that the demand for education in Cal- 
ifornia at the present time, and especially of the 
higher grades of education, is any greater than in 
other States, If this amendment should be adopted, 
I shall be called upon, from a sense of duty— 
thinking that the States should be dealt with equal- 


ly, and that my State requires such a grant as much | 


as California—to ask for two additional townships 
for my State. I see no reason for making a differ- 
ence, I am very sure that my State desires and 
needs additional assistance for at roses of educa- 
tion as much as California. We have about the 
same population according to the census, and we 


tion at this time, so that further lands would be 
very acceptable to us. 

Mr. GWILN. The proposition is to limit it to 
one township for each university. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator misunderstood 
me. I objected to giving to California the means 
of establishing two universities when we have 


fornia one hundred and sixty acres of land, just 


whatever. 


be necessary to make afurtheramendment. The 
section proceeds as follows: 


** And that if the party thus entitled is a married man at 


|, ments of the strongest character for our people to | 


in equal proportions || to strike out the three hundred and ge, apie 


|| and insert one hundred and sixty acres. e will | 


such as they may select, or may have selected, to | 
|| reside upon and cultivate free of any expense | 


And then, to carry out the proposition, it will | 


the time of his claiming the benefit of this act, there | 


| shall be granted the quantity of one section, or six hun- 
| dred and forty acres, as nearly as may be, in one body.” 
This is a wise policy. 
the benefit of this act he is an unmarried man, he 
is entitled to three hundred and twenty acres; if 


; 

| out to men to make hasty marriages. [Laugh- 
ter.] And now it becomes a question of policy 

and risk the future happiness of our young men 
by making such a provision. [Laughter.] 


|| disposed to think this is the policy of the Senator 


given to other States the means of establishing only | 


one. That is the point to which I object, and I 
hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

ir. GWIN. I will modify the amendment so 
as to provide for only one. 

Mr. BORLAND. In that case I withdraw all 
opposition to it, 
will be to put in ene instead of two townships. 

Mr. GWIN. It is the usual practice to give two 
townships. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
four. 

Mr. GWIN. 
by inserting ‘two entire townships, or seventy- 
two sections.” 


But this proposes to give | 


I will then make the modification 


The question being taken on the amendment, it | 


was acreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I propose to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the third section of the bill, 
with a view to make an amendment. 
these words: 


“Seo. 3. tnd be it further enacted, That every free 
white citizen of the United States, both male and female, 
aleo those who are entitled to become citizens, and have 
declared or may deelare their intention to become such, and 
who, on the thirtieth day of May, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight, did actually inhabit and cultivate a tract of land 
in the State of California, not rightfully claimed by any 
other person, and who shall continue to inhabit and culti- 
vate the same for three years, consecutively, after the pas- 
sage of this act, shall be entitled to a patent in fee simple 
for the same, without payment therefor: Provided, how- 
ever, That not more than one tract shall be patented to 
any one uamarried person, and the same shall not contain 
more than three hundred and twenty acres.”’ 


Now, this is a donation of three hundred and 
twenty acres of land to any individual who may 
be a citizen of the United States, or who intends 
to become a citizen of the United States. It is not 
a right of preémption to one who has inhabited | 


It reads in 





The modification, I understand, 


from California, in order to increase the popula- 
tion of his State. [Laughter.] He wants not 
only to induce our male population to go there, 


(Laughter. ] 


bill? Is it the State of California? 
mon country. 
should we become instruments in the hands of 
California not only to diminish our own popula- 
tion, but to give them such extravagant benefits 
after they get there? We propose to give them 
six hundred and forty acres of land free of all 
' expense—lands, some of which may be worth 
twenty or twenty-five dollars an acre. When 
have we ever acted thus towards any other people 
of this country? And shall we, by the dazzling 
effects of the gold in that country, 
so blinded and clouded asto make ourselves a mere 
instrument in 
| away the rights of the other States? 

This is a bill unparalleled in the history of this 
Government. 
amount than has ever been made before, and it 

extends to the year 1853. Nor is this all. It 
goes on and makes us legislate in the State of Cal- 


| whether we will hold outsuch strong inducements, | 


If at the time he claims 


| a married man, six hundred and forty acres. | 
Here, Mr. President, is a strong inducement held | 


I am | 


but he wants them to get married, and bring their | 


|| wives with them. 


are paying great attention to the subject of educa- || And who, Mr. | 


President, is paying for these advantages which | 
|; the State of California expects to derive from this 

No, sir. It | 
is paid for by the blood and treasure of the com- | 
The soil belongs to us; and why | 


1ave our minds | 


the hands of that State to take | 


It makes a donation larger in | 


ifornia in relation to her internal arrangements, | 


‘making arrangements as to the contracts existing 
_ between husband and wife, and designing to af- 
| fect the marriage relation—a power which I deny 
that this Government can exercise at all. 
The section then reads: . 


‘* Where practicable, and otherwise, in contiguous or ad- | 


jacent legal sub-divisions, as nearly as may be, one half to 


himself, and the other half to his wife, to be held by herin | 


her own right; and the register of the land office shall 
designate the part inuring to the husband and that to the 
wife.’ 

Now, we have a right, it may be said, to couple 
any condition with a gift. That is true; but what 
right have we to make this gift? There is the 

uestion. We have no right to make the gift in 
_ the first place, and it follows, as a matter of course, 
| that we have no right to annex a condition to that 
| gift. It is incompatible with State rights—with the 
power of the State to legislate over her domestic 
, concerns within her own limits. And we are suf- 
| fering these things to pass, while the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwuy,] like a watchman, is al- 
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ways upon his feet and in the use of hi 
which is remarkably pleasant and agreeable e'| 








very effective withal, so far as relates to the inte 
ests of his State. We really seem to be Soa. 
winked, or blinded, or mesmerized in regard @ 
those matters; for whenever California comes y r 
everybody lets her have her way, and nobod, ; 
seems to oppose her. Now, I venture to say thet 
there are not half a dozen Senators who’ hays 
looked at this measure, for the reagon that because 
it was for California everybody supposes it is q\| 
correct. The Committee on Public Lands, from 
the new States of the Union, are themselves ma. 
king arrangements to give away the balance of the 
lands. 

But look a little further, and see what the bili 
says: 

“ And in all cases where such married persons have eon. 
plied with the provisions of this act, [that is, getting married 
and obtaining a credit—laughter,] so as to entitle them to 
the grant as above provided, and either of them shall hay» 
died before the patent issues, [it makes no provision fo, 
divorces—laughter,] the survivor and children, or heirs of 
the deceased, including the widow, in equal proportions 
shall be entitled to the same, and receive a patent therefor’ 
except where the deceased shall otherwise have disposed o¢ 
~ ae a duly and properly executed according to 

Here we are making arrangements for statute 
distribution, declaring how property vested in the 
husband shall be distributed in alifornia. Where 
are the State-rights men now? Here is a power 
never before exercised by this Government. This 
is consolidation, sir, in all its latitude. We assume 
to ourselves the right, contrary to the Constity- 
tion, to make donations, and haa we limit such 
rights, and then we enter into State lezislation 
upon the subject. Let this question now be met; 
for hereafter this principle, if adopted, will be de- 
clared a precedent, and it will be said, ** You have 
done it for California—you must do it for New 
Mexico and Utah.”? And then, probably, what 
are now called the new States will come here and 
say, ‘‘Itis but just to treat us as you have done 
the younger sisters.”” And then, when they all 
get into the Union as States, there will be a major- 
ity of them, as a matter of course, and away go 
the public lands. 

I now offer the amendment to strike out * three 
hundred and twenty” and insert ‘‘ one hundred 
and sixty,’’and also to strike out “six hundred 
and forty’’ and ‘insert three hundred and twen- 
ty;” so that, if the settler is an unmarried man, 
we are doing what we have never done before in 
regard to a State—(we have done something of the 
kind in Oregon, which is only a Territory)—we 
are giving him one hundred and sixty acres of 
land; and if he is a married man, we give him, in 
addition to that—that is, to his wife and himself 
combined, who are considered but one in law— 
one hundred and sixty acres, making, in all, three 


| hundred and twenty acres of land. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I want 
to call the attention of the Senate to some further 
provisions of this bill, which | think ought to be 
considered while we are called upon to act upon 
this amendment, because I think them germane to 
the subject. My friend from Geargia limited his 
remarks to the advantages which families were to 
derive from this law. But the bill goes a little 
further. It makes provision for single ladies, in 
order to enable them to get husbands. That | 
think more proper, perhaps, than the provision to 
which the Senator has called our attention. You 
will find in the fourth section of the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

“ And to every unmarried female of twenty-one years of 
age and over, resident in said State before the Ist day of 
January, 1853, there shall be granted the quantity of one 
quarter section, or one hundred and sixty acres of the pub- 
lic lands, to be located under the direction of the register, 
in mode and manner aforesaid.’’ 

Now I understand that it does not require the 
female to settle upon the land; but if she proves 
her residence in the State, then the officers of the 
Government shall select one hundred and sixty 


acres for her, if she be over twenty-one years of 


age, to enable her to make—— ; 

Mr. FELCH. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will call his attention to the fact that he is re- 
marking upon a part of the bill which is stricken 
out. 

The PRESIDENT. The fourth section was 
stricken out, and a section ad in lieu of it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the section 
that is adopted in lieu of it? 
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The PRESIDENT. It is printed in italics. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, (having read the section.) 
I presume, then, that what I was commenting on, 
hich made it the duty of the land officer to select 
one hundred and sixty acres of land for each fe- 
male over twenty-one years of age, does not apply 
unless they actually settled upon and cultivated 
the soil. That will relieve the bill to some extent 
from the calculations which I intended to present 
to the Senate. 


But, according to the third section of the bill, | 


we have three hundred and twenty acres given to 
all single persons who settled there prior to 1848, 


and who are in the Territory domiciled at that | 


ime. We have six hundred and forty acres 
siven to all married persons who settled prior to 
1348—half to the wife and half to the husband. 
itis proposed to amend this section by reducing 
the quantity of land in each instance to one half 
what it now Is. 

Now, I recollect when we were about to admit 


California into the Union, that we had estimates | 


from my colleague and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Berrten,] and others, as to the popula- 
tion actually existing in California at the time of 
the adoption of her constitution, and when her 
members were knocking at our doors for admis- 
sion, and no one made his estimate under one 
hundred thousand people. 
will be in 1853, the period to which the provisions 
of this law are to be extended, my friend from 
California knows perhaps a great deal better than 
Ido. But I think we may safely calculate, if the 


What that population | 


past ig any criterion for the future, that at the end | 


of that period there will not be less than three 
hundred thousand persons in California, mostly 
emigrants. 


Mr. BORLAND. Will the Senator allow me 


to suggest that the census shows a-population at | 


present of two hundred thousand? 


' Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then there are data that | 


wecan rely upon. This bill extends to some time 
in 1853—I think to the Fall of that year. 

Mr. FELCH. The first of January. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is, then, the re- 
mainder of this year, and there is the whole of 
next year, in which the population is to accumu- 
late in California. Now, if any gentleman will 
make the calculation according to the donations 
which this bill makes, he will find that, excluding 
the mineral districts, which are reserved from the 
appropriations, and excluding the mountains, 
which are not fit for cultivation, this bill just dis- 
poses of the whole balance of the country. 

Mr. FELCH. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the provisions of the bill to which 
this amendment of the Senator from Georgia is 
offered. Iunderrtand the question now before the 
Senate is to strike out three hundred and twenty 
and insert one hundred and sixty acres, with a 
corresponding amendment to strike out six hun- 
dred and forty and insert three hundred and twen- 
ty acres, reducing the donations of land one half. 


What I wish to say is, that the third section does | 


not, as the Senator from Georgia seems to sup- 
pose, refer to settlements which may be made in 
California subsequent to the present time, nor to 
those that have been made at a very recent date. 
It provides only for cases of citizens who were 
settlers there on the 30th day of May, 1848. That 
is the only class provided for by this third section. 
A subsequent section provides for another class; 
and that section, of course, must be a question for 
subsequent consideration. This is not, as the 
Senator seems to suppose, a case going entirely 
beyond any former legislation upon this subject. 
The bill provides for the old settlers of that coun- 
try, and it excludes from any grant made to them 
all the mineral lands of the country. Now, I do 
not suppose that this provision for the class of old 
settlers is more liberal than the laws which have 
been adopted in other States which have been 
formed out of newly-acquired territories. The 
grants of land made to old settlers in the territo- 
ries acquired by previous cessions to this country 
have been as ib 

case here presented, and in some instances they 
have been more liberal. This bill provides for 
giving three hundred and twenty acres to each of 
these old settlers. In the case of Oregon we gave 
the same quantity. But the provisions of this bill 
are not as extensive as in the case of Oregon, be- 
cause the time of settlement is different. It gave 
itm the case of Oregon to all the old settlers pre- 


vious to the first of Joinery 


| to call attention to the fact, that the provisions of | 





» 1851; this gives it | 
only to those who settled in California previous to 
the 20th of May, 1848. This, then, will embrace | 
a class which has been referred to in a previous | 
debate—to wit, the old settlers and residents there 
who are without claim of right under the grants 
of the former government, and also for those who 
have emigrated to that country at the earliest da 
I do not wish to detain the Senate, but anal 


y 


the bill are less 'iberal than those of the bill rela- | 
ting to Oregon, which is the only instance where | 
we have made such provisions for a territory upon | 
the other side of the continent, and they are ver 
nearly the same provisions which have been 7 
plied in other cases to settlers under foreign Gov- 
ernments in the early settlement of the country ac- | 
quired from foreign Governments. 
Mr. DAWSON. If the Senator from Michigan | 
[Mr. Fevcu] will permit me to propound a ques- 
tion to him, would ask him whether, after any 
State has been admitted into the Union, the Con- 
gress of the United States ever made donations of 
public lands to them? Is there a single instance | 
upon record ?—that is, whether, after a State has 
been admitted into the Union, the Congress of the 
United States have made donations of public lands | 
to the citizens of that State? 
Mr. FELCH. I am aware of no instance where 
there has been a general provision for a grant of 
lands to the settlers of a State after it has been ad- | 
mitted. I admit that. But there has been legis- 
lation giving to certain persons, who are supposed 
to be particularly meritorious, grants of land, even 
within the limits of States. I may be permitted 
to answer, that I am not aware of any instance in 
which settlers have gone on to lands newly ac- 
quired, in which there has not been an intermedi- 
ate time between the settlement of the country and 
the organization of the State government, where 
the land has not been given to them. 
Mr. DAWSON. I knew that that was so. 
But I intended to state to the Senate that no State 
in this Union has ever had public land given to her 
citizens. In the Territory, before it became a 
State, the principle of preémption was the princi- 
ple which was to benefit the people originally, and 
that principle at the beginning was very properly 
and boldly opposed. Now, the preémption prin- 
ciple having been established, that has been merged 
in the principle of donation. It is said that this 
rinciple of donation was established in Oregon. 
t mndetinged at the last session, when these lands | 


| were being given to the people of Oregon, that it | 


would establish and would be claimed as a prece- 
dent, and other States would ask the same advan- 
tages. Now, what is the foundation of giving all 
these lands to foreigners, and all persons who set- 
tled in Oregon? It is that it was a sparsely pop- 
ulated country, in a high northern fatitude, and 
that the expense of sending the troops of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States there was so great, 
that, instead of that, it would be well to hold out 
every inducement for emigration to go there and 
protect the citizens, and exempt the country from 
paying the legislative power to control the Territo- 
ry of Oregon. And now the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, [Mr. Fetcu,}] who rep- 


| resents the interests of the entire States, comes 


here and advances the principle for the protection 
of a Territory to be applied to a State—that is, to 
the sovereignty of Calfornia. In the State of Cal- 
ifornia, organized as such, is not the Government 
of the United States divested of all power to con- 
trol, save the same power that she has over all the 
other States of the Gnion? We gave these lands 
to the people of Oregon to get them to go there to 
protect each other against the tomahawk. These 


people have run over into California, to dig from 


_ upon to be instrumental in this act. 
_ the 


eral in all cases, [ believe, as in the || 


the bowels of the earth the gold that belongs to all 
the people of the United States; and yet they turn 
round and ask us to do more for them than we 
have done for any citizens before, and I am called 
Millions of 
ere property have been taken, and now the 
public property that is left must be given away. 

Here is another idea that I must beg leave to 


| present to the Senate: I say this is the most out- 
' rageous bill that has ever been attempted to be 


} 
j 


by the Congress of the United States. 

his bill not only extends to the two hundred 
thousand people already there, but it extends to 
all who shall go there up to the Ist of January, 
1853; and what are we doing by this course of | 
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action? Inducing the people to abandon Oregon 
and go over into California, where the lands are 
rich, and the prospects of making money a great 
deal more promising than in Oregon—thus deso- 
lating that section of country that we desire to pro- 
tect, and for which purpose we gave bounty land to 
getthemtogothere. Now,I ask the Senators from 
the States called the new. States, whether you 
have ever applied before this period to Congress 
to vr your people who are there three hundred 
and twenty acres of land to the single, and six 
hundred and forty acres to the married? And 
upon what principle are you doing this now? Is 
it for the pore of protecting the citizens of Cab 
ifornia? It cannot be that; for the Senator from 
California said on yesterday that California de- 
sired you to remove all your troops from her ter- 
ritory,as she was capable of sustaining and main- 
taining her own govereignty. And yet we pro- 
ose to give—just multiply two hundred thousand 
»y three hundred and twenty, and it will show the 
number of millions of acres of land that we are 
now asked to give—sixty-four millions of acres, 
now to be given; and then you must find how 
many persons, young and old, will go to Califor- 
nia between now and the Ist of January, 1853, 
which you will find will bring the population of 
the country up to some five hundred thousand, be- 
cause the inducements are so strong; and you can 
then have some idea of the quantity of land that 
you will be giving away. They have now all the 
gold, and they will have all the land. 

I would rather—and before I would vote for this 
bill I would do it—I would rather surrender to 
California every claim that we have over the gold 
mines and the soil than to pass this measure: for, 
in truth, we will have given away every acre of the 
public lands, and then appoint officers to go there, 
under salaries paid by us here, to execute every 
part of this duty, without a particle of taxation 
upon.sthe citizens of California. Now, these are 
truths—these are facts. I say they cannot be 
controverted. I would be glad to hear the Sena- 
tor, with all his power and ingenuity, and great 
energy and perseverance in behalf of California, 
refute the grounds that I have taken in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I did not mean to say a word 
on this occasion, but | must make a few remarks 
in relation to the position taken by the Senator 
from Georgia. There isa great deal in what he 
has said, 1 must confess, and some of his general 
principles are correct; one of which, in relation to 
California, is, that a great many of the emigrants 
have gone there for the purpose of mining, and 
not for the purpose of cultivating—for the purpose 
of digging gold, and not for the purpose of farm- 
ing; and it will require a strong inducement to get 
these emigrants to abandon the mines, in order to 
turn their attention to the cultivation of the soil. 
I will say, further, that the country to which this 
law applies is different in all respects from any 
other portion of the United States with which that 
gentleman or myself is acquainted. The land 
and soil there, in order to be cultivated with suc- 
cess, must be cultivated by irrigation. The coun- 
try is Asiatic in its formation, and it cannofhe 
cultivated upon ordinary principles, as in the new 
States with which we are acquainted. We wish, 
as a matter of policy, to divert as many as possi- 
ble from mining operations—to convert them into 
farmers and tillers of the soil. That is the prin- 
ciple upon which I sustain this bill. 

The population of California is a most anoma- 
lous one now—almost all miners, none cultivating 
the soil, but all digging for gold. I hold, there- 
fore, that it is high policy to offer a large induce- 
ment to these men to abandon the mines and eul- 
tivate the soil of the country. Every man who 
is acquainted with that country knows that it re- 
quires large tracts of land in California to cultivate, 
owing to the manner of cultivation in such coun- 
tries. Canals, aqueducts, and all these thitigs, 
have to be constructed for the purpose of irriga- 
tion. But, after this bill passes, and after all 
these inducements, you will never be able to in- 
duce these men to leave the mines, and turn their 
attention to cultivation, as long as’ they can find 
gold in the mines. Now, what I say is this: If 
you wish to build up in California a permanent, 
well-regulated, and orderly society, you must 
make every inducement—give them every induce- 
ment to abandon the mines, and turn to cultivating 
the soil. This bill is founded upon that principle 
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and for that purpose; and upon that principle I | fornia. The third section of this bill not only pro- 
voted for it in the committee—not because it is a || poses to give a quarter section of land to the pres- 
general principle, but because it cannot apply to | ent inhabitants of California and citizens o the 
any other country. Does any man suppose that | United States, to every unmarried man there, and 
California can exist in its present condition? Has 
any Senator ever seen ik a society before? Not 
a woman there; all are men—none are cultivators, | 
but all are miners. You must hold out induce- | 
ments to bring these miners from their gold mines 

to tilling the soil, and also hold out inducements 

to bring the ladies to that country, in order to as- || demanded by the necessities and condition of Cali- 
sist in the formation of society there, which will || fornia, peculiar and anomalous as they may be? 
lead to the settlement of the country. || Do you want any further inducement to send men 

But I do not wish to waste the time of the Sen- || er families to California than younow have? We 
ate. A great deal could be said upon this subject. || 
Ido say this; that if California is to continue a || went out there under circumstances of privation, 
State in this Union—if you are to convert that | peril, and uncertainty as to whether a man should 
population into such a population as is found in loathe the United States to go there. That is one 
Georgia, Ulinois, Kentucky, ar@l the other States thing. But here you not only go on in the third 
of this Union—you must hold out even further in- 
ducements than this bill gives to turn the popula- 
tion from mining to a cultivation of the soil of the 
country. 

Mr. BELL. We have but little time to give to 
this bill, or any other which we have to act upon, 
and I therefore do not propose to enter into the 
general principles which have been suggested by 
the other side. The Senator from Illinois [Mr 
a has undoubtedly opened ground of a 
large and liberal policy, to show us there should 
be some discrimination properly made in regard 
to California. But I wish, if I can, to call the at- 
tention of the Senate, in the limited time that we 
can give to this bill, to a single point, upon which 
we can make a successful attack upon this bill— 
that is, those of us who think that the Senator 
from California [Mr. Gwiy] is making demands 
upon the bounty and liberality of the United 
States rather too large and extensive. Now, with 
regard to the present motion to amend, I under- 
stand it to be to reduce the quantity of larfd pro- 
posed to be given to actual settlers in California. 

Now; I understand from the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Fevcu] that the quantity of land pro- 
posed to be given by this bill is not larger than 
the amount given to actual settlers in Oregon. If 
that be true | would suggest to my friend from 
Georgia if it is worth while to contend against a 
precedent established in the neighboring Terri- 
tory, although he and I both opposed that propo- 
sition, 

Mr. DAWSON. The Territory of Oregon is 
under the protection of the Government of the 
United States. California is now a State, and we 
have no right to control her internal affairs. 

Mr. BELL. I would ask the honorable Senator 
if it is likely that we will succeed in our opposition 
to this bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. Wecean have the satisfaction 
of having voted rightly. 

Mr. BELL. If we vote rightly, that will be of ) 
little consequence. As an individual, I opposed 
the bill regulating our policy upon this subject in 
Oregon. Now it is passed and established, and 
here are now neighboring territories and people. 
But the discrimination between a Territory and a 
Ste I think is not well founded. It is not so 
much in relation to the policy of encouraging emi- 
gration to California that this appropriation in the 
third section of the bill is made, as it is in relation 
to justice to individual emigrants. I understand 
that this very section is limited to those individuals 
or families who emigrate to California under the | 
same circumstances of privation, and peril, and 
insecurity, with regard to the fortune they might 
expect 'o meet there, as the emigrants to Oregon. 
It is founded in justice and the ordinary liberality | 
of the Government of the United States to the in- || 
dividuals themselves. They went there with no 
inducements held out by the sudden discovery of 
gold deposits in that region, but under the same 
cigzumstances which led the emigrants to Oregon. || upon this bill. 

Now, we have rewarded the emigrants to Oregon || Mr. MASON. At the last session, when the 
with similar donations of the public lands, and I | bill was pending before the Senate providing for 
j 
} 
} 








come citizens of the United States—a quarter sec- 


the married man—but it proposes to give it to those 


California; but you go another step, and say that 
ou will give this donation to every man who will 
pecome a resident there before the year 1853. Now, 
this is a point at which I think an attack can prob- 
ably be successfully made upon the extremes to 
which this bill proposes to go in relation to these 
public lands. 
Now, I do not think that the distinction between 
a Territory and State makes any great difference; 
and as regards the suggestion which requires great 
inducements to be held out in California to the in- 
habitants to become cultivators of the soil, there is 
no doubt of their being needed. But, under the 
present circumstances of the country, I doubt 
whether there will not be strong inducements— 
whether strong and great inducements do not ex- 
ist at the present time to convince them that they 
will realize greater profits from the cultivation of 
the soil than they would to seek sudden fortunes 
by going to the mines. But suppose that you are 


the bill? I will say nothing at this time in regard 
to those who are to arrive in California prior to 
the year 1853. Why,ifany man shall settle down 
upon any portion of land, and cultivate a portion 


simple estate, by patent from the United States 
for a quarter-section of land, if he be single; and 


acres. 


enclose a small spot of ground, and by afew hours’ 
labor in each week or month of the season of cul- 
tivation, so as to enable him to show that he has 
cultivated half an acre, a quarter of an acre, or 


quarter or half section, as the case may be. You 
cannot secure the consummation of the policy upon 
which you base the appropriations in this sec- 
tion. 


measure demanded and contended for by the Sen- 
ator from California is too large—at least in this 
respect. Ought he not to cut it down? Is there 
any ground fora discrimination between California 
and Oregon in this respect? Is there any ground of 
sound policy to hold outinducements to emigrants to 
| California not only from the United States, but 
from every portion of the civilized globe—to all 
persons who shall declare their intentions to be- 
_ come inhabitants of California? Is not California 
demanding too much of her friends when she asks 
that this prevision shall be extended to 1853? 


as we had not time I was not able to go fully into 
this matter. 
| tions that I have made will be thought of, and that 
| Senators will think of this matter in their action 


do not think we can hold this up asa sound policy || the survey of lands in Oregon, I objected, in a 
to discriminate between them. Seca disposed to Jet || very brief argument, to a clause pretty much of 
this go, because we were equally liberal to the | 
settlers in Oregon. Senator from Georgia and other Senators upon the 
There is another point to which I wish to call | other side of the Chamber—a provision in the bill 
the attention of the Senate. Although I listened | by which not only are the public lands given 
to the remarks of the honorable Senator from Illi- || away, but a provision by which all are invited, 
nois [Mr. Suietps] with great attention, yet Iam || whether citizens of the United States or not, to 
not satisfied with regard to this point, to which I | come and take them. The Senate, according to 


wish to eall the attention of the Senator from Cali- || my recollection, by a very decided vote at the last 


tion to the unmarried man, and a half section to | 
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| session, refused to strike this provision from that 


1 


who shall become residents prior to the year 1853. | 
Now, is not this asking too much—more than is | 


| have been liberal and bountiful to all those who | 


section of the bill to provide for those actually in | 


to hold out these inducements to all the present in- | 
habitants of California; what are the provisions of | 


of it for three years, he becomes entitled to a fee- | 


if he have a family, to three hundred and twenty | 
Does that compel them to become cultiva- | 
tors of the soil?» Not necessarily so; but itis a | 
temptation toa man to make a small settlement, | 


even a rood of land, then to claim a patent for his | 


But, as I said before, we cannot go fully into the || 
considerations of this question. ‘But I think the | 


} 


Sir, I have thrown out these observations, but | 


I hope, however, that the sugges- | 


the character of that now commented upon by the | 


| 


|! | ly that section of the country from whence [ 
all who filed a declaration of an intention to be- || 


| bill, And all that I expect to do now is to draw 
| the attention of the country, and more particular. 


—the people who entered so decided a an 
| strance against the admission of California to thei, 
exclusion—to draw their attention to the fact that 
| this country, which, besides the blood that Wis 
shed in the war with Mexico, has cost our peo- 
ple, taking into consideration the expenses of th» 
war, more than a hundred millions of dollars is 
no longer treated as the property of the nation 
Why, it was the expectation of some of the sim. 
| ple-minded amongst us that there would be son, 
| retribution at least in the sale of the public domain 
to reimburse the expenses of the war. But, on 
| the contrary, a policy is recommended here by a 


| 
! 
| 
| 
1 
| 


|| standing committee of this body, to give these 


| lands away to all who will come to take them, and 
| invite them to come for that purpose from every 
| quarter of the globe. 
Sir, the reason assigned by the Senator from 

| Illinois (Mr. Sutexps] as reconciling him to the 

policy of this bill was, that it would invite miners 
to come from the mines and make themselves 
cultivators of the soil. If that argument were 
well founded, I apprehend it would weigh but very 
little in determining what the policy of the Goy- 
ernment is in relation to the property of the Goy- 
ernment. But will it have that effect? If there 
| be any of the population of California now who 
are disposed to give up the golden hopes that have 
attracted them to the mines, and transform them- 
| selves into cultivators of the soil, are there not 
| abundant inducements in the quality of the coun- 
— to induce them to do so, when they know that 
| whoever settles upon the public land and cultivates 
| a portion of it is entitled to a preémption in the 
ortion of land that he cultivates? And if there 
e anything necessary to invite miners to become 
| cultivators of the soil, it is there already. In rela- 

tion to Oregon, it was vindicated upon the ground 
| that it was necessary to get persons to go there. 
But look at California. The population of this 
country has been drained to go there, not for the 
purpose of cultivating the soil certainly, but for 
the purpose of digging into these mines—for the 
purpose, without license, of converting the public 
property to their own use. 

ow, in relation to Oregon, this was the policy 

adopted by the government of the Territory, and 
it appropriated the property of the Government 
and the Territory. It is now proposed to extend 
/itto a State. California has been admitted into 
| the Union upon an equal footing with the other 
States. But who pretends that California has 
| been admitted into the Union, not upon an equal 
| footing with the other States, but admitted into 
this Union under circumstances which entitle her 
| to ask or will permit us to grant to her privileges, 
immunities, and a bonus that never have been 
given to or asked for by any one of them whatever 

ut in reference to California itself? By what 
authority does this General Government under- 
take, not to invite our own people from the other 
States to go there to take up our lands, but to 
bring them, by the promise of a gratuity, from 
every quarter of the globe, and make them citizens 
of California? 

I have not risen to discuss this question. I take 
it for granted, from what we saw at the last ses- 
| sion of Congress, that this bill is to pass, and 
| very much as it is now, with the provisions which 
are in it. But I have risen more to call the atten- 
tion of my people to the condition in which they 
stand in this Confederacy, and to the practical op- 
eration of this General Government upon the in- 
terests—the pecuniary interests—of that people 
that they required to contribute, as we say, more 
largely than any other portion of the community, 
to purchase this land, and then that it should be 
given away to others to their exclusion. That 1s 
the principal object that I desire to attain by rising 
now. I will vote for the amendment of the Sena- 
| tor from Georgia, which will obviate the objection 
to this bill to some extent. : 

Mr. GWIN. I believe that I can very easily 
dissipate the apprehension which the Senator from 
Georgia entertains in regard to the enormous 











| amount of donations that are to be made by this 


provision of the bill. It makes donations to those 
citizens of California who were actually cultiva- 
| tors of the soil in 1848, at the date of the ratifica- 
| tion of peace. Now, we have an estimate of the 
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pulation of California at that period, and it is 
about sixteen thousand. That estimate, I think, 
js not far from the truth. Of these inhabitants 
there could not be more than three or four thou- 
sand persons who would come under the rovis- 
ions of this act, for all the owners of land in the 
country would be excluded under this section. It 
must be known that four fifths of the population 
of California at that day were inhabitants of vil- 
jazes and pueblos, and had their property there, 
and we have passed a bill through the Senate pro- 
viding for the ascertainment of their rights to 
that propetty. The section declares— 

«That this donation shall not be made to any person who 
claims any Othertract of land in the said State, under any 
complete or inchoate title, or for any land rightfully claimed 
py any other person, or to the mineral lands of the United 
States in said State, or lands included in or occupied by 
any town or village, or which may have been reserved for 
any purpose whatever.”’ 

Now, I venture to say that there will not be 
found five hundred persons in California who act- 
ually cultivated the soil at that time who will 
claim this.donation; so that the apprehension in 
regard to the large amount of land that will be do- 
nated is without any just foundation. 

But I will make anuther statement: This pro- 
vision is intended for the old inhabitants of Cali- 
fornia—those who cultivated the soil in 1848. 
Now, we know that there were very few of those 
who cultivated the soil, unless they had ranchos, 
where they kept stock. Therefore the provision 
will extend to an extremely limited paelien of the 
people of California. 

Another thing: It is only giving to those ancient 
inhabitants precisely the same privileges that we 
gave to the people of Oregon, only that we do not 
extend the provision as far. We extended it in 
the case of Oregon not only up to the time that 
she was recognized as a Territory of the United 
States, but up to the time of the passage of the 
act. It extends in California only to the year 
1848; in the case of Oregon it extended to 1850. 

Now, it was not given to the people of Oregon 
to encourage emigration, because it extended only 
to those om had already got there; nor was it for 
the purpose of protecting the country, because 
there was no need of protection. The Govern- 
ment of the United States, it is true, sent troops 
there; but that did no good. The object of the do- 
nation was to induce the settlers to cultivate the 
soil, and become permanent inhabitants. 

Now, I.wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia to another provision in regard to 
these old settlers. They must not only have cul- 
tivated this land in 1848, but they must continue 
to occupy and cultivate it for three years after the 

assage of this law, or they getno land. They 
on therefore, to be continuous in their occupa- 
tion and cultivation, or they forfeit the benefit of 
these lands; and, in the mean time, if they trans- 
fer it, they forfeit it likewise. The object is to 
make the agricultural population permanent. 


There is one thing I wish to be borne in mind: | 


The whole of the mineral land is excluded from 
its operation. Now, in regard to the new popu- 
lation that has gone there, I coincide fully with 
the statement of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Suretps,] that it is the interest of the State of 
California to have more cultivators of the soil and 
few miners. We never can fix our population 
there unless we hold out some inducement by 
granting donations or preémption. And the priv- 
ileges asked for in this bill have been extended to 
our neighbors in Oregon, and, upon the principles 


of justice and equality that should characterize | 
our legislation, they should also be extended to | 


those who are separated from Oregon only by an 
imaginary line. I ask it as a matter of equality 
in legislating for the same section of country. 
The emigrants to California have suffered, per- 
haps, more than the emigrants to Oregon; and it is 
a matter of great importance to have a fixed and 
settled population for California as well as for 
Oregon. f have heard it stated, that for want of 
rain, it is not profitable to cultivate the soil in 
California. That, 1 am convinced, is not true. 
Thave never seen a finer agricultural country in 
the rainy season than California, and, with irriga- 
tion in the dry season, fine crops can be produced 
in the valleys of the rivers. We only want a 
fixed agricultural population in order to secure our 
prosperity. 

Now, I want it understood that if any person 


* 
THE CONGRESSION 














| 
ers of that 
| 























AL GLOBE. 





747 








| to whom the land is given shall not occupy it for || be applied. Donation is, then, the reverse of pre- 
: 
| the space of three yedrs after the passage of this | 


/act, he forfeits it, and if he sells it he forfeits it. 
The object is te make a fixed population of culti- 
_vators of thé soil, and if they do not continue to 
cultivate it they get no title. 

Sir, I know that debate defeats this bill. I rest, 
therefore, upon the former legislation in regard to 


terms, to the citizens of Oregon, and | hope that 
the same parties who advocated the policy of that 
| legislation will stand by- this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The argument 
_made for this system of donations in Califor 
| seems to be mainly that like donations have been 
made to emigrants to Oregon, and that like suffer- 
ings have been endured in going to California. 
Our position is really a little extraordinary. It is 
but a short time since we passed a law, most strin- 
gent in all its provisions, in relation to lands held 
by the old inhabitants of California. Persons 
whom we find there holding continuously for sev- 
enty or eighty years are now to be subjected to 
all the forms and rigors of law to prove that they 
have a perfect grant for the land that they and their 
fathers before them peaceably possessed; now we 
| are about to give the land away to all recent emi- 
grants, or to ail who will be induced to go and set- 
tle upon it before some time in 1853. It seems to 
| me if the Government was in a condition to give 
| these lands away, they had better have raised no 
| question as to thetitles held by the Mexicans whom 
| we found in the country, but have given it to those 
| who would have had it and occupied it, had the 
| jurisdiction not been transferred. 
| jected them to the greatest rigors of the Jaw, and to 
| the closest investigation of title, I supposed it must 
| have been because the Government intended to as- 
| sert their right, as far as they had one, to hold 
| that land for the public and common benefit. 
| The case of Oregon is wholly unlike that of 
| California. It is as unlike as a proposition would 
| have been in the settlement of the United States, 
| that because lands were yes in Virginia or 
South Carolina, lands should also be granted in the 
| same quantity to the counties of England. All 
| governments grant freely from their domain when 


ut having sub- | 


| it is unsettled or in a wilderness condition, in order | 


| that they may secure population upon it. 
grants in Oregon were for a two-fold purpose, 
mainly, I think, to secure permanency in the lo- 
‘cation of those that were there, in order to pro- 
| duce provision necessary for the military defence 


Our object was to settle the country. In the State 
of California this cannot be required. If half we 
| have heard of the immense population there can 
| be believed—if there be a population of two hundred 
thousand—if the resources of that State be equal, 


the inducements half as great as they have been | 


represented to be, there is no necessity for any 
further attraction to lead emigrants to that coun- 
try. Two hundred thousand is said to be the 
population now; one hundred thousand would be 
| enough to defeat the whole argument. 

This is the second instance, Mr. President, 
when we have been called upon to adopt this 
principle of donations. I opposed it in the case 


Our | 


of the country and to invite further emigration. | 


of Oregon; the precedent, therefore, has no bearing | 


upon me. 
' because the circumstances are wholl 


But it is not a precedent for this case, | 
dissimilar. | 


Heretofore, it has not been a donation but pre- | 
emption which has been granted, and that much | 


has been obtained for pioneers only by a severe 
struggle in both Houses of Congress. Preémp- 
tion has been granted to those who went upon the 

ublic lands; not as the Senator from Georgia 


Mr. Dawson] assumes, on the same principle in- | 


volved in this bill. I think the very principle 
which sustains preémption denies donations. The 
policy of preémption rests mainly upon this posi- 
tion: that the public domain is the property of all 
the citizens of the United States, held in common 
and for their joint benefit. One of the joint own- 
ublic domain goes upon it and incor- 
porates his labor with it. The land still belongs 


in common to the people of the United States; but 
his labor was his own, and in giving him a pre- 


emption we suppose he will get the land for what 
it would have been worth if he had not incorpo- 


rated his labor upon it. That is the principle of 


reémption. 


t denies that the property is held for the common 
benefit for which that common property must 


similar donations made, and upon more favorable | 














emption. It makes an exception in favor of the 
individual, against the property right of all the 
rest. Not so with the preémption; that recog- 


| nized only the common right, and left to the indi- 


vidual the results of his own labor. 

But, Mr. President, where are the mineral 
lands in California? They are said to be ex- 
cepted. Who shall tell where they are? The 
mineral of California lies in the mountains, thrown 
up by ancient volcanoes, That mineral is borne 
down to the plains by streams that percolate 
these mountains; and the plain which has no min- 
eral in it to-day may at the next freshet be cov- 
ered with glittering particles of gold. Where, 
then, are the mines of California? Who has ex- 
plored their hiding-places, and can tell where they 
are to be found? They have yet but looked at 
the surface, to pitk up the glittering treasure from 
the sand; they have not yet gone beneath to see 
what deposits centuries have covered with river 
detritus and mountain washings. Until they do 
all this, who can tell where the mineral lands in 
California are? 

But, sir, we have a sacred obligation to those 
Mexicans who remained in the country to become 
citizens of the United States. We are bound to 
protect them in the enjoyment of their property 
and their civil rights, according to the treaty under 
the guarantees of which they became citizens of 
the United States. This system of donation, if 
adopted, comes exactly in conflict with their whole 
system of settlement. It will build up from day 
to day new claims to contest these ancient titles. 
It is known to all that their lands were not laid off 
in squares-—that grants were not made of quar- 
ter, half sections, and whole sections of land, but 
in narrow strips, along streams from which they 
irrigate their fields. This bill proposes to locate 


| these six hundred and forty acres of land in one 


| 


A donation is the reverse of this. | 














body, which would cover probably twenty or 
thirty of the oldest grants of the Mexican Govern- 
ment. These have been rut under a cloud by our 
legislation, requiring proofs according to the reg- 
ulations of our Government. They have not the 
kind of paternal care over them which the viceroy 
of Spain gave. Now, you propose to cover these 
very lands over which you Rens already throwna 
cloud with a new system of titles by donation, 
whence Government gratuity is to come in conflict 
with the possessory right of those who have tilled 
the soil of the country for more than half a cen- 
tuty. 

I should be glad if this bill were stripped of 
everything except the creation of a surveyor gen- 
eral to promote the survey of the lands, looking 
to their future disposition. When we know 
where the grants are—when we know where these 
settlements are that claim additional legislation— 
till then I hope to see this whole system post- 
poned. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed, and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration cf execu- 
tive business; and, after some time spent therein, 
the doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Farivar, February 28, 1851. 
After the reading of the Journal— 


Mr. McWILLIE, from the Committee on 
Printing, made a report on the case of Thomas 
Ritchie, (referred back to that committee some 
days since, with instructions to inquire whether 
the contract for the printing of the Thirty-first 
Congress had been complied with on the part of 
Thomas Ritchie, and what has been the amount 
of his losses on that account,) reporting back the 
original resolution referred to them; which report 
and resolution are as follow: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution for the relief of Thomas Ritchie, in refer 
ence to the public printing, with instructions to report 
“whether Mr. Ritchie has executed the _ printing, 
having regard to the quality of tlh. work and to time, agree- 
ably to his contract, and what eum he has lost by his con- 
tract,”’ report: Thatthey have had the same under consid- 
eration, and that they are satisfied that the quality of the 
work has been according to the contract, except as to the 
weight of the paper used in printing the extra numbers. 
And it is proper in this connection to state, that the paper 
uzed in printing the regular numbers was of a quality better 
than that required by the contract; and that the statement 
of Mr. Farnham, from whom Mr. Ritchie purchased all the 
paper, is, that the cost of the paper used by Mr. Ritchie 
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was about that fur which he could have procured paper | 


agreeably to the contract. 
ts reference to the time in which the work was executed, 





having regard to the contract, the comunittee report that | 


the apparent delay in the execution of the work has arisen 


from the great quantity of work ordered. The basis on | 
which the estimates were made, at the time of enteringinto | 


the contract, was the amount of printing ordered by the 
previous Congress, which was one hundred and ninety-two 


thousand volumes for the first session, while three hundred | 
and forty-three thousand were ordered by the first session | 


of the present Congress. This work has been executed at 
the rate of at least one thousand volumes per day, of elght 


hundred pages each. Also, several weeks were lost at the | 


cormmencement of the session, owing to the difficulty in the 
organization of the House. 
mittee are of opinion that the delay in the execution of the 
work has been rather apparent than real. 

As to the amount of money lost by Mr. Ritchie by his con- 
tract for the publie printing, the unfinished state of the 
work, the uncertainty of what may be yet ordered by Con- 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


or these reasons, the com- | 


gress, and the fact that the printing in the Union office of | 
the public documents is done in common with the news- | 


paper, and no separate accounts have been kept, render it 


impossible to do more than to approximate the actual loss. | 
From estimates made by the clerk of the Committee on | 
Printing, it will appear that the cost of the following docu- | 


ments is much more than was received under the contract, 
VIZ: 


Report on Finances.......++++se++e++6 21,250 copies. 
President’s Messaye, Part }..........6 11,250 6 
Commerce and Navigation............ 6,750 





39,250 copies. 
The cost, agreeably to the rates established by the Typo- 
graphical Fociety of this city, is $19,015; the amount re- 
ceived by Mr. Ritehie, under the contract, is $11,526 13— 
thus showing an actual loss of $7,488 88. These volumes 
were taken by the clerk as a fair average, and from which 
itis apparent, if the estimates be correct, that the loss is 


very great, being 465,436 50 on the printing of the last ses- | 


sion. 
The committee further state that Mr. Ritchie contracted 
for the printing of seven documents in New York, on the 


best terms he could obtain; and for the printing of these | 


documents he paid $1,435 97; while the prices of the Ty- 
pographicai Society of this city would be 31,438 49. The 
same documents, with fifty per cent. deduction on the prices 
of 1819, would cost $1,515 01; while Mr. Ritchie only re- 
eeived, under the contract, 8711 40—showing a loss of mo- 
ney actually paid out, of #724 57 on these documents. 

AU which is respectfully submitted : 

WM. McWILLIEg Chairman House Committee. 
Joint Resolution for the relief of Thomas Ritchie, and for 
other purposes. 
Resolved, That William M. Belt, the contractor for exe- 


euting the fourth and fifth classes of the printing of the | 


Thirty-first Congress, be, and he is hereby, relieved from 
the terms of his contract; and that, in lieu of said terms, 


he shall receive, as compensation for the work he has al- | 


ready executed under said contract, payments at the rate of 
one half the prices paid for the public printing under the 
joint resolution of 1819, and that he shall faithfully execute 
the remainder of the work contemplated by said contract, 


and be paid for it at the same rates: Provided, That the | 


said William M. Belt shall notify the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, within 
five days from the passage of this resolution, of his accept- 
ance of and agreement to its terms. 

Seo. 2. And be it further resolved, That the executive 
powers and duties of the Committee on Printing, as detined 
in the second seetion of the joint resolution directing the 
manner of procuring the printing for the two Houses of 
Coftgress, approved August 3d, 1846, be, and the same is 
hereby, conferred upon the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives ; and in case any in- 
convenient delay should be at any time experienced by 
ei! ver House in the delivery of its work, said Secretary and 
Cterk , respectively, shall be authorized to employ another 
printer to execute any portion of the work of the Senate or 
House, and charge the excess in the account of said printer 
for exccuting such work, above the price at which either of 
the present printers have agreed to execute it, to the printer 
guilty of such negligence or delay. 


Mr. McW. said he did not feel authorized at | 


this late peried of the session to trespass upon 
the time of the House in making any remarks 
upon this subject. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, (interrupting,) | 


wished to inquire whether this is a report from 
the Joint Committee on Printing, or from the 
Lfouse committee ? 

Mr. McWILLIE replied that it was the report 
of the joint committee. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if the three 
members of the Senate committee concurred in 
this joint resolution? 

Mr. MeWILLIE said he could not say how 
that fact might be, as but two members of that 
committee were present, ‘They concurred in the 
report, but whether they would vote for the joint 
resolution or not he could not say. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, called the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Wentrworrs] to order. 


Mr. WENTWORTH said he was doing noth- | 


ing. 

Mr. McWILLIE said: I do not feel at liberty 
at this late period of the session to trespass on 
the time or patience of the House by reopening 
the debate upon this question, All I have to 
say is, that lamas thoroughly convinced of the 
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Gorman, Gott, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, H 
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awe of the recommendations of this joint reso- | 
ution as I can be of any earthly fact. There is || |5); 

‘ . || Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Housto: 

not a man in this House who does not know that || w, Jackson, William 7’. jackson, kee ie ‘oseph 
Mr. Ritchie is a loser—a very great loser. The || Julian, George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King’ 
simple and only question now before the House || cee ladsan Masses lasliaeaie biaeeon, Maan, Job 
is, Whether the public printing of this great nation || sian MeWillie, Jobn K. Miller, Millson, Mongje 
shall be done by Mr. Ritchie, or be done by the || ton, N : ; > Morehead, Mor. 


Isham G. Harris, Thomas 1. Harris, Haymond, Hibnacy 
’ 
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| committee. 


| mittee. | 


Ss question. {| 


It is a report of the joint i 


| 
j 
| 


Mr. EVANS. I understand the gentleman 
from Mississippi disclaims it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi states that this is the report of the joint com- 


Mr. EVANS. Then I have nothing more to say. | 


lee, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Potter, Powel!, Putnam, Rey. 
to submit the question. 

Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stetsoy 
the previous question. 7 : : a en, 
et WENTWORTH rose to a point of order, || Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wi: 
lation Mill leben rend. | point of order is this: T now understand that the 
lution had been read this morning? a joint SPEA 
second times, according to the usual course, and | Mr. EVANS. I wish to know of the gentleman 
make a point of order upon the instructions. committee. 
lie printing, having regard to the quality of the work and to fr. EVANS. I hope it will be made a matter 
committee were not bound, under those instruc- || Upon the record in the usual form. 
will state his point of order. : || pending the demand for the previous question. 
to specify the amount which it is proposed to give. U t 

North Carolina [Mr. Asne] will allow me to ask 
made, and cannot be rejected upon the point of || , 

Mr. ASHE refused to withdraw the demand for 
concur in the resolution; but it cannot be made a Loud cries of ‘* Order!’ ** order!”’ 
specified ? | The SPEAKER said the motion is not in order, 
the House committee? uestion. 
mittee did not concur in the report. |, manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
'| withdraw—— 
Mr. BURT. State your point of order. 
Mr. McLANE. I insist upon the demand for 
Mr. EVANS moved a call of the House. | Mr. BURT. Is it not in order to ask the gen- 


: { elson, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Po, 
Government? ith these remarks I am willing P ’ Pe 
nolds, a sor Sianeiae Rockwell, Rose, Ross 
. . | Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoo) 
_ Mr. ASHE said the House were fully informed || Graft, Seddon, Shepperd, Staniy, Frederick P. ifichou 
in relation to this matter, and he thought nodebate , 
was necessary or desirable. He therefore moved || Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Venable, Vinton, Walden 
: ey -* || mot, Wright, and Young—134. 

1e resolution which is now reported back to this | S. vad f th ie ioe 
House had never been read, and certainly the pre- | M. & EVANS. pro tennatiy 2x4 ae 
vious question could not be ordered until the reso- | x - 1 rise to a point of order. My 

The SPEAKER said the resolution had been || 8¢otleman from Mississippi [Mr. McW ix] does 
read the first and second time. || not state that this is a report of the joint commit. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked if the joint reso- || 'e¢-, The Chair is mistaken in supposing this is 

The SPEAKER said it had not been read this || |The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
morning, nor was it necessary that it should be || Sen@eman trom Mississippi to say that it was a 
read. The resolution had been read the first and | report made by a majority of the joint*committee, 
referred to the Committee on Printing. || from Mississippi, whether this is a report of the 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked for the reading of || joint committee, or of the House committee ? 
the instructions to that committee. He wished to || Mr. McWILLIE. It is a report of the join, 

. e ’ 

The instructions were read by the Clerk, as fol- The SPEAKER. The gentleman now States, 
low: as he did when the report was made, that it is q 

: || report of the joint committee. 

‘*'To inquire whether Mr. Ritchie has executed the pub- | 
time, agreeably to his contract, and what sum he has lost | Of record, that this is the joint report of the two 
by his contract. ”? committees, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I now ask if that The SPEAKER. The report will be entered 
tions, to specify the amount which has been lost Mr. WILMOT moved the indefinite postpone- 
by Mr. Ritchie? ‘| ment of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois || The SPEAKER ruled the motion out of order 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The point of orderI || Mr. BURT. As I was on a committee which 
wish to make is this: That committee were bound || made a report upon this matter upon a former oc- 

_casion, I should be very glad if the gentleman from 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the || L 
point of order. The House have instructed the || two or three questions,.suggested by the reading 
committee to make a report; that report has been || of thatreport. Iam not disposed to make a speech 

upon it. 
order which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. H . i 
Wentwortn] suggests. The reason he gives may || the previous question. eid 
be a very good reason why the House should not i r. BURT. I wish to inquire—~ 
point of order. || Mr. WENTWORTH moved to suspend the 

Mr. WENTWORTH. How can the House | rules to allow the gentleman from South Carolina 
determine how much to give him if no amount is || [Mr. Burt] to make his inquiries. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. || The gentleman from South Carolina cannot make 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. I wish to inquire || his inquiries, unless the gentleman from North 
whether this is a report of the joint committee or of |, Carolina withdraws his demand for the previous 

The SPEAKER. Mr. ASHE refused to withdraw his demand. 
committee. , | Mr. WENTWORTH moved to lay the whole 

Mr. EVANS. I understand thatthe joint com- || matter on the table, and on that motion he de- 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- Mr. BURT. I would suggest to the gentleman 
sissippi has stated that it was a report of the joint | from Illinois, [Mr. Wentworra,] so that we may 
|| proceed more intelligently in this matter, that he 
Cries of ‘* Order!’’ 
Mr. BURT. Who cries order? 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do. 
| Mr. STEPHENS. I will. I say it is not in 
|| order for the gentleman from South Carolina to 
state his views upon this subject. 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and || tleman to withdraw his motion? 
nays upon that motion; which were ordered; and | ‘The SPEAKER. Not if objection is made. 
the question being taken, resulted—yeas 41, nays | Mr. WENTWORTH. t seithraty my motion. 


134—as follows: | Mr. BURT. I do not like to be placed in this 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bingham, Bowdon, Breck,Brooks, |, position. I desire to ask whether it is not allow- 
—_ ees, Penge, eer — Boy, re a | able, both by the rule and practice of the House, 
nder Evans, Nathan Evans, Freedley, Giddings, Goode- | . ee ‘ > 
now, Hampton, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Rob- | ae gentleman to make inquiries for informa 


ert M. McLane, McQueen, D. F, Miller, Morris, Morrison, | ‘ : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 





Pitman, Reed, Root, Rumsey, Silvester, Spaulding, Thad- 
gentleman from South Carolina, as he has many 


deus Stevens, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wallace, Wentworth, | 
White, and Williams—41. times stated to the House, that it has been ae 
of the 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, 1] . 
Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, || CUuStom, by the indul ence and courtes 
Boy , Briggs, Brisbin, William J. Brown, E. Carrington || House, to allow such inguiries to be made. But 
Cabell, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. | if the point of order is insisted upon, he is bound 
Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cleveland, |) 

- a a Sane teen ae | to decide them out of order, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crow- ae : 
ell, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Duncan, Dunham, i] Mr. BURT. I hope the Chair will stick to that 
Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gilbert, || decision. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will adhere to that Objections were made. 


decision, a8 he has always done. 

The question now being upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question— 
"Tellers were demanded and ordered. Messrs. 
g,wretLe and FReep.ey were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 94, noes 82. . 
* go the demand for the previous question was 


seconded. ‘ps ‘ 

Mr. WILMOT asked if it would be in order 
to move to reconsider the vote by which a call of 
the House was refused ?- ‘ 

The SPEAKER replied, not after the previous 
question had been seconded. 

"Mr. WILMOT moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table; and on that motion he demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

" The question was then taken upon the motion to 
lay on the table, and resulted—yeas 85, nays 111— 
as follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Bennett, Bingham, 
Rokee, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Butler, 
Joseph Cable, Calvin, Casey, Clarke, Cleveland, Coleock, 
Cole, Conger#Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Duncan, Durkee, 
\lexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, 
ilebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Ju- 
lian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeGanghey, Mc- 
Queen, Meacham, D. F. Miller, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, 
Otis, Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, 
Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, School- 
craft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Taylor, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Wallace, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wilmot, and 
Woodward—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, 
Ashmun, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, 
Rowdon, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, 
Buel, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R.W. Cobb, 
Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Blot, Ewing, Fiteh, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
{ndrew Johnson, James L. Jolinson, Jones, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McDonald, McDow- 
ell, MeKissock, McLanahan, R. M. McLane, Finis FE. 
McLean, MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, 
Morehead, Morrison, Morse, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, 
Peaslee, Peck, Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, 
Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Williams, Wright, 
and Young—111. 


The question recurred, ‘‘ Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put?”’ 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 118, nays 81—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, William J. Brown, Buel, 
Bullard, Burt, E. C, Cabell, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilbert, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holla- 
day, Houston, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Joinson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
La Stre, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, 
McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert 
M. MeLane, Finis E. McLean, MeMutlen, McWillie, 
Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morton, Olds, 
Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peck, Penn, Potter, Powell, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Join B. Thompson, 
Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Whittlesey, Williams, and Young—118. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Al@xander, Allen, Andrews, Bennett, 
Bingham, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, Butler, Calvin, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Duer, Duncan, 
Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans Featherston, 
Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Holmes, Howe, Hunter, Wittiam T. Jack- 
son, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John 
A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, 
MeQueen, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morris, 
Morrison, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, 
Patam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Woodward—81. 


So the main question was ordered to be now put, 

The question now being, ‘‘ Shall the bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time?”’ 

Mr. STANLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a substitute for the joint resolu- 
tion reported by the committee. ’ 


th 
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Mr. STANLY asded to have it reported to the 
| House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

[The following is the substitute "Mr. Sranny 
desired to move for the resolution: 

**That the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be directed, as shortly as possible 
after ghe adjournment of Congress, to ascertain what is the 
amount of the actual foss sustained by Thomas Ritchie on 
account of his connection with William M. Belt, as con- 
tractor for the public printing, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is directed to pay the said amount. ]} 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked if the morn- 
ing hour had not expired? 

‘The SPEAKER replied that there was no mori 
| ing hour. 

Mr. EVANS asked if this was not a report of a 
joint committee ? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was a report of 
a joint committee under a special rule of the House. 

Mr. CROWELL demanded the yeas and nays 
on the question of ordering the joint resolution to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. BURT said he desired to have the question 
divided. He wished to know if it was not divisible? 

The SPEAKER said it was a joint resolution, 
and could not be divided. 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
106, nays 103—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Bullard, E. 
C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Danner, 
Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 


| ston, Fitch, Faller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hamilton, 
| Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas 


L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jacksoh, James 


Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDon- 
ald, McDowell, MeLannahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis 
E. McLean, McMullen, McWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, 
Millson, Morehead, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, Peck, 
Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, 


Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 


| John B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wellborn, Whit- 


tlesey, Williqms, Wright, and Young—106. 
NAYS—Messts. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowie, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Casey, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Durkee, Alexander Evans, 


| Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilbert, 


Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, He- 


| bard, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, 


Andrew Johnson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
McGaughey, MeKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Daniel F. 


Peaslee, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sehenck, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Vinton,.Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wentworth, 
White, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Woodward—103. 


grossed and read a third time. 
Mr. McWILLIE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay that motion on the table. 
Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a point of order. 


Clerk should read the resolution. 

Cries of ‘* No,” **no!”’ 

The SPEAKER asked the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to state his point of order. 

Mt. WENTWORTH said, by the title of the 


Now, he understood that the name of Thomas 
lution. 


Mr. McCLERNAND objected to this course of 
proceeding. He said it was entirely irregular. 





tion. The bill must first be considered, and then 
its title would be under consideration. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the Speaker to 
State to the House whether this resolution had not 


been considered by the House as aresolution for | 


the relief of Thomas Ritchie? 


The SPEAKER said the resolution had been | 


considered by its title. 

oe WENTWORTH asked that the title be 
read. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
He said the bill had been read by its title in the 
usual form. It was the universal custom to con- 

| sider the title after the bill had been passed. If the 


|| Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Wm. J. 


L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, La Sére, Lefiier, | 


Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, 
| Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Sweetser, 


King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 


Miller, Moore, Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, | 


So the joint resolution was ordered to be en- | 


He asked, before he proceeded further, that the | 


resolution it was for the relief of Thomas Ritchie. | 


Ritchie occured nowhere in the body of the reso- | 


The SPEAKER said the last thing to be con- | 
sidered by the House was the title of the resolu- | 
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resolution should be adbpted, its title would come 
| up then for consideration. 

| Mr. WENTWORTH asked if that was not a 
+ resolution for the relief of Thomas Ritchie, when 
| that name does not once appear in the resolution 
| itself? 

| Cries of **Order!’’ 

| The SPEAKER said. that all debate was out 
| of order. 

| Mr. CROWELL demanded the yeas and navs 
| on the motion to lay on the table the motion to re- 
| consider; which were ordered. 

By the request of Mr. Burr, the Cierx read 


a the thirty-ninth House rule, as follows: 


‘No member or other person shall visit or remain by the 
| Clerk’s table while the yeas and nays are calling, or ballots 
are counting.’’ 


The SPEAKER requested gentlemen to observe 
this rule, and said he should feel bound to enforce 
it. 

| Cries of ** Question !”’ ** question !”’ 

| The question was then taken, and resulted— 
| yeas 113, nays 93—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, 
| Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowden, 
Brown, Bullard, 
E. ©. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
| Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
| Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
| Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, 
\| Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, !. 
|| G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay 
| mond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jas. 
L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, La Sare, Leffler, 
Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Me 
Donald, McDowell, McLanahan, RobertM. McLane, Finis 
E. McLean, MeMullen, Mc Willie, Meade, John K. Miller, 
Millson,{Morehead, Morse, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, 
Peck, Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Williams, 
Wright, and Y oung—113. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Bowie, Albert G. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Casey, Clarke, 
| Cleveland, Colecock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Durkee, Alexander Evans, 
| Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gott, 
| Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, 
| Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, 








| George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace 
| Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Me- 
} Queen, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morris, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wallace, White, 
|| Wilmot, and Woodward—90. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to a point of 
order. He said that the bill had been referred 
back to a committee after having been read asecond 
time and could not now have its third reading. 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a privileged 
question. He moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
|| The SPEAKER said that vote could not be re- 
considered. 

The bill was then read the third time; and the 
question now being, ‘‘ Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. McWILLIE demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. OTIS moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and demanded the yeas and nays upon that 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, resulted—yeas 92, nays 112—as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Brisbin, Albert G. 
Brown, Burrows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable,Caivin, Casey, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Nathan Evans, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Howe, 
Hunter, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnsen, Julian, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. Kim:, Horace 
Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKiimoek, Me-~ 
Queen, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, 
Orr, Otis, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
|| Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, 
|| Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, 

Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wallace, Wentworth, 
White, and Wilmot—®2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, Bay, 
|| Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon , Boyd, Breck, 
|| Briggs, Brooks, William S. Brown, Buel, Bullard, E. Car- 
|| rington Cabell, Georgs A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 








Durkee, Alexander Evans, - 
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Cartter, Chandler, Chogeh, 
Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, nham 
Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall 
Hatoliton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hib- 
bard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Rebert W. John- 
son, Jones, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, 
Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Mc- 
Willie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morri- 
von, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Penn, 
potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Sweetser, Taylor, 
‘Thomas, Jacob Thampson, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Whiulesey, Williams, Wright, and Young—112. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The question now recurred upon ordering the 
main question upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. 

The question was then taken and the question 
was ordered to be put. d 

‘The question now being, ‘* Shall the resolution 

so) 

*aSSS 


Mr. EVANS demanded the yeas and nays; 


V. R. W. Cobb, Daniel» | 
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which were ordered; and the question being taken, | 


resulted—-yeas 106, nays 101—as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Bullard, E. 
C, Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, 


Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Danner, De- | 


berry, Dimmick, Dunham, Edimunson, Eliot, Ewing, Feath- 
erston, Piteh, Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Jones, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, 


Mason, McClernand, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. | 


| know if it was to be restricted to appropriation 
| bills ? 


McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, MeWillie, Meade, || 


John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peck, Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ress, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Htephens, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, 
Weliborn, Whittlesey, Williams, Wright, and Young— 
106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowie, Brisbin, Albert G. 
Brown, Burrows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable,Calvin,Casey, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Na- 
than Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Hebard, 
Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, An- 
drew Jolinson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Daniel F. 
Miller, Moore, Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, 
Peaslee, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 


Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, | 
Sprague, | 


Scherimerhorn, Schoolcraft, Sylvester, Spaniding 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Went- 
worth, White, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Woodward—101. 

Mr. OWEN, his name being called, said he had 
paired off with another member, or he should have 
voted for the resolution. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McWILLIE moved to reconsider the rote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and || 


nays; which were ordered; and the question being 
taken, resulted—yeas 109, nays 90—as follows: 


YEAS—Mossrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, 
Breck, William J. Brown, Buel, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Jos. P. Caldwell, Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, 
Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Har- 
alson, Harlan, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, T. L. 
Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagiand, Holladay, 
Holnes, Howard, Inge, Jos. W. Jackson, J. L. Johnson, 


e 
R. W. Johnson, eee La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, || 


Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, 
McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, F. E. McLean, McMul- 
len, MeWiilie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morrison, Morse, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, Peasiee, 
Peck, Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ross, Savage 
P. Staiton, Alex. i. Stephens, Sweetser 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Venable, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whituesey, 
Williams, and Y oung—109. 


| nays—not ordered. 


A 
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McGaughey, McKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Daniel F. |) 
Edmundson, Eliov | N 


Miller, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Ogie, Grr, Otis, Phelps, 
Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, T. Stevens, 
Stetson, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wallace, 
Wentworth, White, Wilmot, and Woodward—90. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the ta- 


|| ble. 


Mr. McWILLIE moved to strike out the title 
of the resolution, and insert the following: * 


“ A joint resolution for the relief ef William M. Belt, and 
his assignee Thomas Ritchie, and for other purposes.’’ 


And Mr. McW. demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

@Mr. WENTWORTH hoped the title would 
remain just as it was. 

Cries of ‘*Order !’’ ** order !”’ 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to Mr. 
Mc Wruie’s substitute for the title, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and 
nays, but they were not ordered. 

Mr. W. then demanded tellers on the yeas and 


So the title as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. McWILLIE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and moved to lay that motion on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution to make it in 
order for the Committee of Ways and Means and 
committees of conference to report at any time 
for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, desired to 





The SPEAKER said that the resolution referred | 
only to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report from the Committee 
of Elections a resolution to pay certain contest- 


| ants. 


Mr. MeLANE, of Maryland, objected. 
CANADIAN RECIPROCITY, &e. 

Mr. DUER said: I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. At the last session of Congress a bill 
was reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
commonly called the Canadian reciprocity bill, 
being a bill to admit certain articles of the 
growth or ee of Canada into the Uni- 
ted States, free of duty, on condition that the like 
the articles of growth or production of the United 
States be admitted into Canada free of duty. 
That bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I made a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which it was so re- 
ferred, and I now call up that motion. 

I do not intend to enter into an argument upon 
this subject. I shall leave it to the gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. McLane,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, to make such re- 
marks as he shall think proper and necessary. It 
would gratify me, from the great interest which 
my constituents have in this matter, to present to 
the House the views which I entertain. upon the 
subject; but I abstain from doing so under a con- 
viction that by such a course, at this late period 
of the session, I should not promote, but rather 
obstruct, that action which both they and I, de- 
sire. It is my hope the House will consent to act 
upon the question in oné way or another—pass 
the bill or rejectit. I think that there is not much 


| force in the argument that this question has not 


NAYS—Messra. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, | 


Bennett, Bingham, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, | 


Burt, Butler, J. Cable, Calvin, Casey, Clarke, Cleveland, 
Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, 


Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Freedley, Gentry, wee Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hal- | 
eury Houston, pews, Hunter, | 


i 
} 


loway, Hampton, Hebard, 
Wm. T. Jac <son, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 


_ been discussed. 


tion before the 


It has not been possible to dis- 
cuss it, and probably never will be, under our 
proseut rules in this House. It has, however, 

een fully discussed in the Senate. Those gentle- 
men who have desired to inform themselves upon 
the subject, have had an opportunity of doing so; 


| and those who have not dene it, probably would 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick || »P y 


aylor, Thomas, | 


not if the matter should be postponed for ten 
years I will briefly state what is the character 
of this bill, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce proposes to amend it. 

Mr. JONES oe? What is the ques- 
ouse? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is on the motion to reconsider, 

Mr. JONES. Can this question come up new 
when the main question has been ordered to be 
now put on another bill? 
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| The SPEAKER. A motion to reconsider is 
| the opinion of the Chair, can come up, because . 
|is made a privileged motion by the rules . 
ouse. No motion could come up that w 
| made a privileged question by the rules of th 
| House. r 
| Mr. DUER, (resuming.) I was simply sayin 
_ when interrupted, what the bill, as it is intended ¢, 
| be amended by the chairman of the Committee on 
| Commerce yo to do. Itis known tha: a 
| portion of the Canadian trade passes through the 
‘river St. Lawrence, a channel of communication 
that is closed to this country, and that another 
| portion of that trade, under the drawback system 
iw through the canals of the State of Ney, 
ork, and the Hudson river, and in that way 
reaches the mother country. Now, this bil] pro- 
poses to do these two things: It proposes to Open 
the St. Lawrence river to the American trade and 
to open the canals of New York and the Hudsoy 
river to the Canadian trade. It proposes to open 
the St. Lawrence, and thereby confer a benef, 
upon the agriculturists of the western States, ang 
to give to our chain of communication the advan. 
tage of the export trade of the agricultural prod. 
ucts of Canada. These are the provisions of tha 
bill so far as it relates to an exchange of agricy]. 
tural products. 

Mr. HILLIARD, (interposing.) I desire to 
ask the gentleman from New York if the privilesg 
is not confined to the products of the two countries 
aac ong ts and not extended to importations? 

Mr. DUER. Certainly. In the bill as it now 
stands the reciprocity is confined to agricultural 
products, but ‘he chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce proposes to make a material, a valu- 
able alteration in the bill. ‘ 
| Mr. ASHMUN, (interposing.) Will the gen. 
| 


as not 


tleman allow me to ask him whether he thinks he 
| can pass this bill at this late period of the session; 
and whether he thinks that he ought to press it, 
| considering the condition of the public business? 
| Mr. DUER. ‘That is a question for me to de- 
| cide. It is a question of —- and on such 
| questions I judge for myself. 
| Mr. CASEY, (interposing.) I desire to ask 
| the gentleman if this bill does not propose to in- 
troduce into this country, free of duty, the agri- 
cultural products of Canada? 

Mr. DUER. I have expressly said so. That 
is what I have just stated. The bil proposes that 
there shall be an exchange of certain specified 
agricultural products. That is knowledge which 
any gentleman can acquire by reading the bill, 
which isa very short one. But I am not going to 
argue the question myself, and I do not wish other 
gentlemen to argue it by putting questions. A 
free exchange of agricultural products is the main 
feature of the bill; and I would be willing to make 
'a similar bargain with any nation on the face of 
the globe. 

But the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce proposes to amend the bill in an important 
respect. e proposes that we shall agree to what 
Canada offers us, upon the express condition that 
she shall receive the manufactured goods of this 
country upon the same terms that she receives the 
manufactures of Great Britain, which is a merely 
nominal, or at least a very low rate of duty. In 
other words, it is opening the British American 
Colonies to our manufactures without any prefer- 
ence or discrimination whatever in favor of the 
mother country. Now, I think this simple state- 
ment is enough, and I will not enlarge on it. It 
is most apparent that the bargain is one by which 
we cannot lose. [ will say but one word more, 
and then I will yield the floor to the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. McLave.] 

Mr. SACKETT. I wish to ask the gentleman 
one question, If we can compete in the market 
of Canada with the manufactures of England, 
what do we want a tariff for? 

Mr. DUER. The gentleman may answer the 
question to please himself. That may be a ve 
proper anti-tariff interrogatory by-and-by, but 
am not discussing the tariff now, end therefore 
shall not answer it. In point of fact there is al- 
ready a considerable and rapidly-increasing export 
trade of American manufactures to the Canadian 
provinces. There seems to be an impression in 
some sections of the country that the wheat-grow- 
ing interest may be injuriously affected by this 
measure. If that were so to some slight extent 
| the competition in the domestic market would be 
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more than counterbalanced by the increased mar- 
ket caused by the stimulus that would be given to 
manufactures and the carrying trade; but the truth 
< that Canada and this country both export to 
Great Britain. And whether their wheat passes 





through one channel or another, the price in both | 


countries is regulated by the British market. 1 
jook upon it, therefore, as a question relating 
merely to the carrying trade, and not affecting at 
aah With rare exceptions the price of wheat 
ia this country can never rise above and it cannot 
sink below the prices at which England buys. 

Mr. MEADE, (interrupting.) 
the gentleman first to say that the agricultural 


|. or to any appreciable extent, the price of the | 


I understood | 


products of the country were to be exchanged, and | 
then I understood him to say that the manufac- | 
wres of this country were to be admitted into | 


Canada. 

Mr. DUER. I said so. 

Mr. MEADE. Well, I want now to ask the 
gentleman if the manufactures of that country are 
to come in here? 


Mr. DUER. No. Oh,no. The manufactures || 


of this country are to be received into Canada 


without discriminating duties, but not vice versa. | 


That provision is entirely on our side. I will 


now yield the floor to the gentleman from Mary- | 


land. 

Several gentlemen simultaneously addressed 
the Chair, but the Speaker assigned the floor to 
Mr. McLane, of Maryland. 

Mr. ASHMUN raised the point of order, that 





one gentleman had no right to give the floor to | 


another. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had assigned the 
floor to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. ASHMUN said that it had been done with 
a full understanding 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 





The Chair had assigned the floor to the gentleman | 


from Maryland because he recognized him first, | 


and with no reference to anything that had been 


said by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. | 


DueR. 


Mr. ASHMUN only wished to have it under- | 





stood that it was distinctly announced 
The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 


Mr. McLANE then said: I desire the attention } 


of the House for a few moments. 
Mr. CARTTER, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman allow me one minute? I hope this bill will 
not be acted on now 
Mr. McLANE. I cannot yield the floor, ex- 
cept for a question or for explanation. 





than is necessary to explain the amendment which 
[have to offer. In January, 1850, the Committee 


on Commerce reported to the House the bill which | 


I will now ask the Clerk to read. 

The Cierk read the bill. It is as follows: 

A BILL to admit certain articles of the growth or produc- 
tion of Canada into the United States free of duty, upon 
the condition that the like articles of the growth or pro- 
duction of the United States are admitted into Canada 
free of duty. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That when the President of the United States shall issue his 
proclamation that the articles hereinafter enumerated, being 
of the growth or production of the United States, are admit- 
ted into the province of Canada by law free of duty, that on 
and after that day, the like articles, being the growth or 
production of said province of Canada, shall be admitted 
into the United States free of duty, when imported direct 
from said province, so long as the said enumerated articles 
are admitted into said province of Canada from the United 
States free of duty, unless otherwise directed by Congress, 
towit: Grain and breadstuffs of all kinds, vegetabies, fruits, 
animals, hides, wool, tallow, horns, salted and fresh meats, 
ores Of all kinds of metals, timber, staves, wood, and lum- 
ber of all kinds. 


Mr. McLANE. I will not detain the House 
many minutes. I only wish that the subject shall 
be disposed of by a vote of the House. The 
House will recollect that when this bill was re- 
ported, a correspondence between the Secretary of 
State and the British Minister was communicated 
to this House, in which the British Minister gave 
us the information, that he felt himself authorized 
to open to our people and shipping, on the same 
‘erms as were enjoyed by the people of Canada, 
the canals connecting the lakes and the St. Law- 
rence, 3 this bill went into a law establishing a 
reciprocity of trade between Canada and the Uni- 
ted States. 


During the discussion which took place here 


‘ I do not | 
intend to oceupy the attention of the House longer | 





a et 


jections were strenuously urged to any enactment || 


of this sort, unless it contained a stipulation for 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence. At that 
time, neither I nor the Committee on Commerce, 
under whose directions I was acting, saw any pro- 
priety in entertaining that question, as the pro- 
posed arrangement was to be confined exclusively 
between the United States and Canada. But since 
| that.time Canada has received, through an order 
in c@uncil, authority to open these canals. At the 
early part of this session a bill was introduced by 


the honorable member from Illinois, [Mr. Har- | 


r1s,] which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and the committee directed that that 
bill should be reported back to the House some- 
what amended, to meet the exigencies which the 
measure suggested, but the committee have had 
no opportunity of reporting this session. What 
I now propose is, to move, as an amendment to 
| this bill, the one offered b 
from Illinois, as amende 


and I beg the attention of the House to it. 
| bill provides, that not only shall there be this free 
pe 
tries specified in it, but it also provides that there 
| never shall be a discrimination by the Canadian 
tariff between the manufactures of the United 
States and the manufactures of Great Britain, and 
that reciprocity shall continue no longer than the 
navigation of the lakes, canals, and St. Lawrence 
/remain free. The House will understand that 
that discrimination was originally made by the 
Canadian tariff, but the Canadian Legislature, un- 
| der a power within a few years granted to that as- 
sembly, have repealed that discrimination. There 
is now no discrimination. American and British 
manufactures go into Canada upon the same du- 
ties and upon the same terms. The bill provides 
that it shall not continue in force if that discrim- 
ination is ever again returned to. I will call the 
attention of the House to the fact, that in conse- 
quence of the removal of these discriminating du- 
ties, the Canadian trade with the United States 
has within the last few years grown to seven mil- 
lions of exports from the United States to Canada, 
and only five millions of imports from Canada to 
the United States. It is a growing and fl®urishing 
trade. 
I believe myself that there is no trade other than 
| that of the mother country, which is to be com- 
| pared with the Canadatrade. It is more valuable, 
| richer, more growing, and more conducive to the 
_ general welfare of the country than any other trade 
now open to us, except that of Great Britain and 
France, perhaps. I do not feel at liberty to go 
into this question at any length. I do not feel at 


bill. 
of great interest in a political, no less than a com- 
mercial view. This enlargement of our north- 
western power and trade is equivalent to the ad- 


view, while it relieves us from all political agita- 
tion upon the northern frontier; leaving the people 
on either side to cultivate a fraternal community of 
interest and feeling, while the free navigation of that 
magnificent river and the canals, will open to Ameri- 
can commerce and shipping on the northwestern 
lakes, new and extraordinary developments. On 


the honorable member | 


by the Committee on | 
| Commerce. I shall ask the Clerk to read that bill, | 


That | 


ange of the natural products of the two coun- | 


liberty to do more than ask for a vote upon the | 
I regret this meee as the subject is one | 
’ 


mission of several new States, in a commercial | 
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The Crerx read the amendment. It is as fol- 
lows: 


AN ACT providing for reciprocity of trade between the 
United States and Canada, and for the free navigation by 
American vessels of the canals and waters of Canada, 
connecting the upper lakes with the Atlantic ocean. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembied, 

That whenever the Government of Canada, being duly au- 


| thorized therefor by the Government of Great Britain, shall 


confer upon the citizens of the United States the privilege 
ot using and navigating in American vessels, boats, and 
barges of every description, the river St. Lawrence and ail 
the waters and canals lying within the province of Canada, 
connecting the upper lakes with the Atlantic ocean, through 
said river in accordance with the same regulations which 
now exist, or which may hereafter be prescribed for the use 
and navigation of the same by the inhabitants of Canada or 
subjects of Great Britain, and on an equal footing with 
them; and whenever the articles hereinafter enumerated, 
being of the growth and production of the United States, 
shall be admitted into the said province of Canada by law 
free of duty, and the President of the United States shall 
issue his proclamation declaratory of such fact, then, from 
and after that day, and until otherwise provided by law, 
and so long as the said enumerated articles are admitted 
into said province of Canada from the United States free of 
duty, the like articles being the growth or production of 
said province of Canada shall be admitted into the United 
States free of duty, when imported direct from said province, 
that is to say: grains and breadstuffs of all kinds, vegetables, 
fruits, seeds, animals, hides, cotton, wool, butter, cheese, 
tallow, horns, salted and fresh meats, ores of all kinds of 
metal, lead, stone and marble, ashes, timber, staves, hemp, 
wood, coal, lumber of all kinds: Provided, That this act 
shall continue in force no longer than the duties on all 
articles imported into Canada from the United States shall 
be no more than on similar articles imported from Great 


Britain. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (Mr. McLane yielding 
the floor.) I wish to ask the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland a question. I understood him to say that 
this bill contained a proviso that whenever Great 
Britain shall withdraw from the citizens of the 
United States the right to the free navigation of the 
St. Lawrence, this bill, as an act, is to become 
null and void. I did not hear any such proviso 
read. 

Mr. McLANE. I answer the gentleman, that 
the bill does contain such a provision. 

Mr. BUEL. I sought the floor for the purpose 
of propounding to the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce the same inquiry as that 
wropounded by the gentleman from Illinois, {Mr. 
McCiernann.] I have carefully examined the 
amendment which he proposes to offer as a sub- 
stitute, and has sent to the Chair, and I do not 
find that it contains any such provision as that to 
which the gentleman from Lilinois alludes. With- 
out such a provision it would be manifestly defect- 
ive. It provides, in substance, that whenever the 
Government of Great Britain or of Canada shall 
concede to us the free navigation of the St. Law- 
rence, and the use of the canals connecting its 
navigable waters, and shall admit the introduction 


into Canada of certain specified articles, free of 


duty, the like articles shall be admitted into the 
United States free of duty. The reciprocity of 
trade, therefore, is to take effect on conceding this 
free navigation of the St. Lawrence. But, under 
a strict construction of the amendment, it would 
not terminate on a withdrawal of that right. The 


right of navigation might be withdrawn, or so fet- 


the other hand, the question of reciprocity com- || 


mends itself to the most enlightened sense of the 
country, as a branch of our commercial policy, 
which has throughout our whole history received 
the sanction of every successive Administration of 
this Government. I much regret that I do not 
feel at liberty to go further into the question at this 
time. 


to ask whether the products of the Canada trade 
are not precisely the same as the products of the 
Northwest, and whether they will not come in di- 
rect competition with these products, which have 
| no protection and never have had any? 
Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Ohio 
| propounds an inquiry, which might lead me fur- 
ther into the subject than I feel authorized to go. 
There can be no doubt, however, that the products 
of Canada are much the same as the products of 
this side of the line, for the climate and the soil are 
the same, though very inferior in both of these 
points and in productiveness. 
I will now ask the Clerk to read the bill which 


upon the motion to refer this bill and print it, ob- || I intend to offer as an amendment. 


| 

| | 
| Mr. CARTTER (interposing) said: Permit me 

| 


| any such uncertainty. 


tered by subsequent restrictions as practically to 
annul it, whilst the reciprocity would continue. 
This right of freely navigating that river, for com- 
mercial purposes, as a natural highway to the 
ocean, is of too much importance to be subject to 

‘Fo provide for such a con- 
tingency, in the event of a reconsideration and the 


| adoption of the substitute, I shall at the proper 


i} 


time offer the following as an amendment: 


* And this act sha}! become nul! and void whenever the 
Government of Great Britain or of Canada shall withdraw 
the right of so using and navigating said river, waters, and 
canals.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Michigan that there is now no 
amendment pending, nor can any amendment be 
submitted at this time. The question is to recon- 
sider the vote. by which the House referred the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the stateof 


| the Union. 


Mr. McLANE. I am not going to debate this 

uestion myself, and I cannot therefore yield the 
floor to other gentlemen to debate it. The House 
has heard the amendment read, and on that amend- 
ment I now move the previous question. . 

The SPEAKER, No amendment can be of- 
fered to the bill now. 

Mr. McLANE, I mean on the motion to re- 
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consider. The amendment was read for inform- | 
on. 
a. CLARKE. I rise toa question of order, 
and itis this: A question of great one arises | 
before the House. My colleague (Mr, Durr] rises 
and makes his motion anda speech, and then hesur- 
renders the floor to the gentleman from Maryland, 
{/Mr. MeLawe;)} he surrendets it to the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Buew;} and they have all the 
discussion amongst themselves; and right in the 
midst of it the previous question ismoved. It may 
be in pursuance of the rules of this House, but it 
is not in pursuance of the rules of reason. [Laugh- 
ter, and shouts of ** Order!”’ 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McLANE demanded the previous — 
on the motiop to reconsider the vote by which the 
House referred the bill to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the motion to re- || 
consider upon the table. 

Mr. RUMSEY called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Mr. ROBBINS inquired if it was in order to | 
move to postpone the'further consideration of the | 
subject till to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER replied, not pending the de- 
mand for the previous question, 

Mr. RUMSEY withdrew the call for the yeas 
and nays. 

And the question being taken on Mr. Asumun’s 
motion, it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 





HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 1 understand | 
that this question is now disposed of. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was disposed of. | 

Mr. JOHNSON said: A short time since there 
was a motion made by the gentleman from Indi- | 
ana, [Mr. Juitan,] to reconsider the vote referring | 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union the bill to encourage agriculture, commerce, 
and manufactures, and all other branches of indus- 


try, by granting to every man who is the head of || 


a family and a citizen of the United States a home- || 


stead of a hundred and sixty acres of land out of 
the public domain, upon condition of occupancy 
and cultivation of the same for the period therein 
specified. I now move to teKe up that motion. 

Mr. J. then contmued: I wish merely to say to 
the House on this occasion but a few words, for 1 
know the strong desire that exists that we should 
press through the business absolutely indispensa- 
ble to the country, with as little discussion as pos- 
sible. Itis not my intention, therefore, to make | 
a speech; but [ must nevertheless be permitted to 
say, that this question, among others, is one of the | 
most important to the country that has ever been 
presented to Congress, I have said I do not intend 
to consume time with a speech, still a proposition 
in which the interest of thousands of the people of 
the United States is involved is one, I think, that 
does 
House for a short time. 

The bill provides a home of one hundred and 
sixty acres of land for every landless head of a 
family—— | 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I rise to a point of or- 
der. ‘There is so much noise and confusion in the 
Hall we cannot hear a word. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (in een Mr. Speak- 
er, if L can gain the attention of the House I will, 
in ten minutes, dispose of this subject. 
ject is to reconsider the vote by which the House 


| the limits of the State. 


claim the attentive consideration of this || 


My ob- || 


in the free States than there are in the slave States 
—when we come to examine this subject we find 
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The SPEAKER said, that the resolution would 
_ be reported, but that a motion to suspend the rules 





that it is quite the other way,—that there are near- || was not now in order. 


'| Mr. BAYLY said that he should object to the 


ly one hundred and twenty-six thousand five hun- 
red more quarter sections of land unlocated in 


| the slave States than in the free. 


This bill, as I have said, provides that an indi- | 
vidual locating land shall make his location within | 


ion? It proposes that in giving to corporations, 
States, canals, and so forth, that a location shall be 
made of alternate quarter sections, so that the other 
sections may be rendered more valuable to Gov- 
ernment. By this arrangement it may possibly, 


| and very probably will, result that the alternate 


sections that are unlocated will become so much 


|| more valuable as to actually yield the value of both 


sections. 
1 know the House is impatient to get to other 
business, and, therefore, I will pass to the consid- 


| eration of other Sig pa in the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, (interposing.) I would sug- 
gest to my colleague, that if he wishes to pass the 
bill at this late period of the session, he should 


cease addressing the House, and let us vote. I || 


think that with the amendment he proposes, that 
this bill shall not take effect until after the next 
session of Congress, if we can come to a direct 
vote the bill will pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I thank my colleague for the 


suggestion, and so encouraged by him, and with 


|| no disposition to consume time, I will, with one 


further remark, move the previous 
wish to make one remark in reply to 
that this bill invites foreigners to come here and 
settle on our public lands, 
| provides no such thing. It merely provides for 
those who are now inhabitants of the § 

and havé become citizens. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND, (interposing.) I wish 
to suggest that I think gen\Jemen are prepared to 
vote for something of this kind. 
for it. I hope, therefore, tat the gentleman will 
move the previous question, and bring us toa vote 
} at once. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I thank the gentleman for his 
suggestiow, and I will make but one other remark, 
| and that is, that this bill has been submitted to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and I 


ques. I 
t 


| have his letter here stating that the bill is admira- | 


5 


| bly drawn up and admirably calculated to accom- | 


plish the object intended. 
I have no disposition to consume the time of the 
House; but I ask the House, in the name of the 


landless thousands of the United States, after ap- 
propriating millions of acres of the public domain | 


for other purposes, to reconsider this vote, bring 
| the bill back before the House and put it upon its 


|| passage, and thus assure the landless thousands of 


our country that there is hope of the American 
Congress giving themall homes and abiding-places. 
| It will be a powerful incentive to improvement, 
| and will promote the best interests of the country. 

I move the »revious question. 

Mr. CONGER. On my motion some weeks 
ago, this bill was sent to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
motion for the purpose 

se of ** Order!” ** order!’’] 

he SPEAKER. 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Ir. CONGER. Then I move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. JULIAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, called for tell- 








agreed to refer this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole. Ihave so amended the first section of | 
the bill as | think will now place the bill in a con- 
dition that will be unexceptionable to anybody— 


unexceptionable to the most fastidious upon this | 
lerk, in | 


subject. I will now send the bill to the 
order that it may be read. 

The Crenrx then read the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Gentlemen will perceive, I 
think, that the bill is now so framed and adapted 
as to be unexceptionable to any one. The amend- 
ment l haveincorporated proposes to do this, that an 
individual locating land must make his entry within 
the limits of the State. And here I would suggest 
to many of my southern friends, many of whom 
I know are laboring under a misapprehension in 
relation to this matter, and believe th 
mach greater number of quarter sections of land | 











at there area || 


ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Jutian and 
Case, of Ohio, appointed. 
Mr. SWEETSER demanded the yeas and 


nays. 


The SPEAKER stated that the yeas and nays | 


had been refused. 
| The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
| ed—ayes 92, noes 54. 
| So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 


| table. 


| So the bill stands committed to the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


CHARGES AGAINST MR. WEBSTER. 
| 


What is the next pr@is- | 


1e objection | 
I wish to say that it | 


nited States | 


For one, I am | 


I made the | 


Debate is not in order pend- | 


Mr. JULIAN asked the unanimous consent of 


| the House to offer a resolution, stating that if ob- 


| rules, 


jection was made he would move to suspend the 


resolution, whatever it might be. 
The Crerx read the resolution. 
lows: 


| . Whereas it is important to the wise and pure administra. 
tion of the Government that its high officers and functions. 
ries should be free from undue influence of any persons 
representing particular classes or interests in the State: _ 
And whereas it is especially important that venality jy 
such officers, under whatever form or disguise it may ag. 
sume, should be rebuked by the Representatives of the peo- 
| ple: 
i" And whereas a member of this House has, upon his per. 
_ sonal responsibility, charged that the present Secretary of 
State, before his acceptance of said office, did enter into gy 
arrangement with certain capitalists in an eastern city, by 
which a large sum of money was agreed to be paid to him 
| as an inducement to take upon himself that office, the saiq 
arrangement having been suggested and proposed by the 
said Secretary : : 
And whereas the said member has also declared his be. 
lief that in fulfillment of said arrangement a large sum of 
| money, supposed to be between forty and fifty thousang 
dollars, has been paid to said Secretary by certain persons 
in the cities of Boston and New York: Therefore, be jt 
Resolved, That a committee of this House be appointed 
to investigate said charge, and report thereon, with power 
to take testimony and send for persons and papers. 


The SPEAKER asked if there was any objee- 
|| tion to the consideration of the resolution ? 


| Mr.CALDWELL, of North Carolina, objected, 
| ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question before 

| the House was on the amendments to the Army 
appropriation bill, reported last evening, from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The question was first upon the amendment to 
strike out lines 150 and 151, as follows: 


It is as fol. 


“ For a survey of the harbor of Mobile, in reference to its 
improvement, $5,0007°— 
On which a separate vote had been demanded 
by Mr. Axsron. 
Mr. ALSTON said that he had not trespassed 
on the House this session, and he appealed to the 
| House to allow him to explain the object of this 
| appropriation. 
|| [Cries of ** Agreed !’’] 
| The SPEAKER stated that it could only be 
|| done by unanimous consent. 
|| Mr. CARTTER objected. 
Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; but they were not ordered. 
| Mr. ALSTON asked for tellers; but they were 
|| refused. 
And the question being taken, the amendment 
was not concurred in. 
The question was next upon concurring in the 
| amendment to strike out lines 152, 153, and 154; 
1 as follows: 
|| For completing the survey and laying out a military 
| road from Mendota, on the Mississippi, to the mouth of the 
| Big Sioux, on the Missouri, $5,000°— 
| On which a separate vote had been demanded. 
| ‘The question was taken, and the amendment 
| was concurred in. 
The question was next on striking out lines 159, 
160, and 161; as follows: 
** For the further prosecution of the roads from Point 
Douglass, on the Mississippi, to the St. Louis river of Lake 
|| Superior, $20,000°— 
‘| On which a separate vote had been demanded by 
| Mr. Srerey. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
| 


was concurred in. 
The question was then taken on striking out 

| lines 163 and 163: 
| «Por the further prosecution of the road from Point 
|| Douglass to Fort Gaines, $20,000”— 
| __On which a separate vote had been asked by 
|| Mr. Srstey, and was decided in the affirmative. 
So the paragraph was struck out. ; 
| The question was then on striking out lines 
| 164 and 165: 
‘|| For the further prosecution of the road from Swan river 
| to the Winnebago agency, $15,000 ;” 
| And, being taken, was decided in the affirma- 
| tive. 





| So the paragraph was struck out. 
The ceition was then taken on striking out 
and 167: 


lines 1 
| ‘¢ Forthe further prosecution of the road from Wabashaw 
|| to Mendota, $15,000 ;”’ 

And was decided in the affirmative. 
|| So the paragraph was struek out. 
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